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BEFORE THE WASHIN GTON STATE
UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition of
DOCKET NO. UT-033044
QWEST CORPORATION _
MCI'S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS
To Initiate a Mass-Market Switching and TO CLEC QUESTIONS

Dedicated Transport Case Pursuant to the "
Triennial Review Order

WorldCom, Inc., on behalf of its regulated subsidiaries operating in Washington
" (“MCT), respectfully submits these responses and objections to the October 23, 2003 CLEC

Questions and states as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS
1. MCT has interpreted the CLEC Questions to apply to MCI’s regulated intrastate
operations in Washington and will limit its responses accordingly. To the extent that the CLEC
Questions are intended to apply to matters that take plac¢ outside the state of Washington and
‘which are not related to Washington intrastate operations subject to the jurisdiction of the
'Washington State Utilities and Transportation Commission (“Commission”), MCI objects to
such Questions as irrelevant, overly broad, unduly burdensome, and oppressive.
2. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they seck infox;lnation that is
. exempt from discovery by virtue of the attorney-client privilege, work product privilege, or other
applicable privilege. |
3; MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they are vague, ambiguous,
overly broad, imprecise, or utilize terms that are subject to multiple interpretations, but are not

properly defined or explained for purposes of the Questions.
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4. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they séek information not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and/or information that is
not rele{/ant to the subject matter of this action.

5. MCT objects to theb CLEC Questions to the extent they seek information or
documents, or seek to impose obligations on MCI which exceed the requirements of the FCC’s
Triennial Review Order (“TRO”), Washington Rules of Civil Procedure, Washington law, the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, and other Commission. rules or any other
applicable laws, vrules, or procedures. |

6. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they seek information that is
already in the public record before the Commission or which is already in the possession,
custody, or control of the Commission. ‘

7. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they are overly broad, unduly
burdensome, expensive, oppressive, or excessively time-consuming as written. |

8. MCl is a large corporation with employees located in many different locations in
Washington and in other states. In the course of its business, MCI creates countless documents
that are not subject to the Commission’s or FCC’s retention of records requirements. These _
documents are kept in numerous locations and are frequently moved from site to site as
employees change jobs or as the busi\n,ess is reorganized. Therefore, it is possible that not every
‘document has been identified in response to these requests. MCI will conduct a reasonable and
diligent search of those files that are reasonably expected to contain the requested information
and will supplement its discovery responses if appropriate. To the extent that the CLEC
Qﬁestions purport to require more, MCI objects on the grounds that compliance would impose an

undue burden or expense.
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9. MCIT objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they request that MCI provide
information that MCI does not maintain in the ordinary course of business. This objection
includes, but is not limited to, certain information at the ILEC wire center district level. MCI
does not maintain certain data at ILEC wire center district level. MCI maintains that data at the
“NPA/NXX” level rather than at the ILEC wire center district level. |

10.  MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they seek to have MCI create
documents not in existence at the time of the request.

11. MCI dbjects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they are not limited to any
stated period of time, or a stated period of time that is longer than is relevaﬁt for purposes of the
issues in this docket, as such discovery is overly broad and unduly burdensome.

12. Inv light of the short period of time MCI has been afforded to respond to the CLEC
- Questions, the development of MCI’s positions and potentially responsive information to the
C.LEC Questions is necessarily ongoing and continuing. MCI expressly reserves the right to
suppler;lent or modify its discovery responses based on its ongoing inquiry.

13. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions that seek to obtain “all”, “each”, or “every”
document, item, cusfomer, or other such piece of information, to the extent that such discovery is
overly broad and unduly burdensome.

14.  MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent that the information requested
constitutes "trade secrets" which are privileged pursuant to Washington law and the "Uniform
Trade Secrets Act." Notwithstanding that objectioﬁ, and without waiving that objection, MCI
will produce privileéed trade secret information subject to the terms of the highly confidential

protections in the protective order issued in this case.
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15.  MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent .they seck information regarding
so-called “voice-grade equivalent lines” (“VGEs”), as this term is not used by MCI in the course
of its bﬁsiness, and MCI does not maintain information regarding “voice-grade equivalent lines” -
in the ordinary course of business. Given MCI’s business records, MCI will answer such

| Questions by providing information regarding MCI’s DSO0s.

16.  MCI objects to the CLEC Questions that seek information regarding non-switched
services (e.g., services that do not depend on local Class 5 switches) except for non-switched
services (e.g., DSL) provided on loops that are also used to provide switched services), as such
discovery is irrelevant for purposes of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.

17. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extent they seek information regarding
MCT’s operations in ILEC service areas other than the service area within the state of
Washington, as such information is irrelevant to Qwest’s case in this docket and such discovery
is overly broad and unduly burdensome.

18. MCI objects to the definitions for “qualifying service” and “non-qualifying
service,” and each and every one of the CLEC Questions that includes such terms, as MCI does
not use such terms in the ordinary course of business, does not maintain information regarding
“qualifying service” and “non-qualifying service” in the ordinary course of business, and
answering in these terms would require MCI to provide a legal interpretation of the FCC’s terms.
With the exception of the specific services the FCC has designated as qualifying or non-
qualifying, the term is not clearly defined by the FCC or by the CLEC Questions. For example,
as the FCC stated in footnote 466 of the TRO Order (FCC 03-36, released August 21, 2003)

“[o]ur list is intended to identify general categories of services that would qualify as eligible
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services. It is not intended to be an exhaustive list or to identify services in a more particular
manner.” Thus, such discovery is vague.

19. MCI objects to the definitions for “hot cut”, “batch hot éut”, and “individual hot
cut”, and each and every one of the CLEC Questions that include such terms, because it is not
clear whether or to what extent Qwest’s practices are consistent with the FCC’s use of such
ténns, however such terms may be defined by the FCC. Thus, such discovery is vague. MCI
further objects to the use of such terms as they apply to Qwest’s individual hot cut process as
MCI is not privy to each and every process or procedure employed by Qwest in implementing
such hot cuts.

20. MCI objects to the CLEC Questions to the extenf they seek information not
within MCi’s poSsession, custody, or gontrol.

21.  MCI objects to each and every one of the CLEC Questions that seeks information
regarding MCI’s projections regarding future services, revenues, marketing, | strategies,
equipment deployments, or other such future business plans as such requests are trade secrets
and, for purposes of this proceeding, would be highly speculative and irrelevant to the issues to
be decided in this docket. Moreover, MCI’s future plans are irrelevant because the TRO
concerns a hypothetical CLEC.

RESPONSES
Sﬁbject tov and without waiver of its General Objections, MCI responds to the CLEC

Questions as follows:
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 1 (Bench Request No. 32):

Describe the hot cut process currently used to transfer lines from Qwest switches to your
facilities.

RESPONSE:
-MCI has not used on a commercial basis any Qwest-purported hot cut processes within the

Qwest 14-state region to move MCI’s UNE-P customers to UNE-L and MCI sw1tch1ng facilities
to date either individually or in a “batch”.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 2 (Bench Request No. 33):

Please list each task that is part of Qwest’s current hot cut process. For each task, please provide
the following information:

(@ the average time it takes to complete the task;

(b)  the typical occurrence of the task during the process;

(c) the labor rate for the task; and ‘ :
(d) the common overhead loading associated with the labor rate.

Please identify the sources of the data supporting your answers, including, but not limited to,
time/motion studies and SME analysis.

RESPONSE:

MCl is unfamiliar with Qwest’s hot cut process. See Response to CLEC Question No. 1.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 3 (Bench Request No. 34):

Describe a batch hot cut process that you would implement to meet the FCC’s requirement to
establish a batch hot cut process. Please include an estimate of the maximum number of lines
that should be processed in each batch.

RESPONSE:

Because the batch hot cut (BHC) process will necessarily be implemented by Qwest, and not by
CLEC:s such as MCI, MCI has not developed a process that it would implement in order to meet
the FCC’s requirements. However, MCI can offer some characteristics of a batch hot cut process
that it believes are necessary in order to satisfy the FCC’s requirements.

~ o A BHC process must be developed with a clear understanding of all of the affected systems,
procedures and practices in mind, so that all inter-related systems will perform effectively
under commercial loads.

e A BHC process must be transparent to the customer.
A BHC process must incorporate processes for CLEC to CLEC migrations and CLEC to
ILEC migrations that will occur after the embedded base of a given CLEC has been
transitioned to UNE L in a given geographic market or the migration of customers who have
CLEC data services from UNE-P line splitting to UNE-L line splitting.

With regard to the maximum size of a “batch”, MCI believes that a cap should be imposed only
where, and to the extent that, some constraining factor exists in Qwest’s hot cut process such that
batches larger than the cap would strain the process in an unacceptable fashion. It is MCI’s
position that whatever hot cut process is ultimately adopted must be scalable such that, over
some period of time, it can accommodate all the necessary day-to-day orders that will arise in a
robustly competitive marketplace. As such, MCI is unable to provide the Commission with a
quantitative response in this regard until it has seen the hot cut process in operation that has been
proposed by Qwest in this proceeding, and can further assess the potential bottlenecks it might
include. For example, it is quite possible that a “cap” on the number of loops submitted via a
batch hot cut request might make sense for some limited period of time given an interim
solution, until a more automated and seamless long term solution can be accomplished.

A thorough review of the Qwest’s proposed process is a necessary pre-requisite to MCI
- answering this question in full. Hence, MCI reserves its right to raise additional issues after
having had the opportunity to review the recommendations of other parties.

In addition, MCI incorporates herein the comments contained in its response to Qwest’s proposal
for a batch hot cut process filed with this Commission on November 18, 2003.

Page 8 - MCI’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO CLEC QUESTIONS (UT-033044)




CLEC QUESTION NO. 4 (Bench Request No. 35):

Please list each task that is part of the batch cut process described in your response to CLEC
Question No. 3, above. For each task, please provide the following information:

(@) the average time it takes to complete the task;

(b) the typical occurrence of the task during the process;

() the labor rate for the task; and

(d  the common overhead loading associated with the labor rate.

Please identify the sources of the data supporting your answers, including, but not limited to,
time/motion studies and SME analysis.

RESPONSE:

For the reasons set forth in response to CLEC Question No. 3, MCI cannot respond to this
question at this time.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 5 (Bench Request No. 36):

Beginning on January 1, 2003, please provide the average total cost per line that you incurred to
manage and participate in Qwest’s hot cut process, including, but not limited to, Qwest’s non-
recurring charges, for lines used to service residential and business mass-market customers in
Qwest’s service territory within Washington State. If the average total cost per line discussed
above is different for residential and business mass-market customers, please identify the
average total costs separately.

RESPONSE:

MCT has not incurred any costs to manage and participate in Qwest’s hot cut process.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 6 (Bench Reqﬁest No. 37):

If the Commission determines that competitive carriers are not impaired without access to
switching in the mass-market, please identify, by Qwest wire center in Washington State, what
monthly volumes of hot cuts would be required within the first 12 months after the effective date
of the decision: (a) to migrate existing UNE-P customers to UNE-L or another form of service,
and (b) to connect new customers in the ordinary course of business. Please provide supporting
documentation for these volume estimates.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search

for information responsive to this Question and will provide further information promptly when
it becomes available.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 7 (Bench Request No. 38):

Please describe any circumstances in which you believe Qwést has performed deficiently in
providing you with hot cuts in Washington State since January 1, 2003. Please provide a
complete description of all facts that you rely upon as well as documents that support your
assertion.

RESPONSE:

As noted in response to previous questions, MCI has not used any Qwest hot cut process, and so
cannot answer this question directly. However, Qwest’s Proposed Batch Hot Cut Process relies
on Qwest OSS in order to send such a batch hot cut request. For this reason, MCI’s experiences
‘with Qwest’s OSS are informative.. - - :

In MCT’s experience, Qwest’s OSS has been the most deficient in the country and has resulted in
reject rates higher than in any other BOC region. Since entering the local market in the Qwest
region, MCT has had to engage in lengthy trial-and-error processes that required MCI to expend
significant resources in deciphering Qwest’s poor documentation and non-standard OSS.
Through these efforts MCI’s reject level in the Qwest region has been reduced to 32% (as of the
week of November 7, 2003) for residential customers, down from the 50% reject rate that existed
earlier in the summer of 2003. Nevertheless, a 32% reject rate is too high and remains higher
than any other BOC region of the country.

The primary reasons for these reject rates relate to Qwest’s requirement that CLECs provide a
full-service address on maintenance orders, and Qwest’s requirement that CLECs include the
correct customer code on orders, which is a Qwest code that changes after CLECs submit their
initial migration orders. :

In addition, Qwest’s change management document lacks sufficient language to require that
Qwest correct software defects within a specific timeframe. Without such language, CLECs
have no guarantees that software defects will be fixed in a timely manner. MCI initiated a
change request in April 2003 seeking a requirement that Qwest provide these timeframes. All
CLECs voted in favor of this request, but because the Qwest change management plan requires a
unanimous vote in order for a request to be approved, Qwest’s vote against it resulted in the
change request not passing. '

In addition, AT&T initiated a change request seeking a log of all system defects, which would
allow CLEC:s to track defects in a single document. All BOCs except Qwest provide such a log,
which allows CLECs to understand what problems have occurred as part of a software release,
when those problems will be corrected, and how CLECs are impacted. Such a document allows
the tracking of corrections to problems and allows CLECs to anticipate customer problems.
Qwest’s response has been that each CLEC should just compile piecemeal the “Event
Notifications” published by Qwest. But this would be a tedious effort that could easily result in
inaccuracies. More importantly, without a log of defects with definitive fix dates, CLECs will be
unable to plan their own systems corrections or understand what order types will fail until those
defects are resolved. Nevertheless, Qwest denied this change request.
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These high reject rates and examples of Qwest’s OSS and process deﬁciencies do not give MCI
confidence that Qwest will be able to timely and accurately complete batch hot cuts even as it
has proposed.
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 8 (Bench Request No. 39):

Please provide a list of all switches that you currently use, or those that you have used, or that
you could use to provide a qualifying service (as defined in 47 C.F.R. § 51.5, as that section will
be amended by the Final Rules issued by the FCC pursuant to the Triennial Review Order)
anywhere in Washington state, regardless of whether the switch itself is located in the state. For
each switch listed in response to this bench request, please provide the:

(@ Physical location of each switch (i.e., the street address);

(b)  The 11-digit Common Language Location Identifier (CLLI) code of the switch as
it appears in the Local Exchange Routing Guide (LERG) for Washington state;
and

(c) The LATA served by each switch.

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 9 (Bench Request No. 40):

For each of the switches identified in your response to CLEC Question No. 8, please state
whether you own the switch, lease the switching capacity, use the switch on an unbundled or
resale basis, or otherwise have obtained the right to use the switch on some non-ownership basis.
If you do not own the facility, please identify (a) the entity owning the switch and, if different
than the owner of the switch, the entity with which you have entered into the lease or other
arrangement, (b) the nature of the arrangement, and (c) whether the entity or entities are affiliates
of yours, in the sense defined in paragraph 408, footnote 1263, of the Triennial Review Order.

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 10 (Bench Request No. 41):

Please identify whether the information in the Local Exchange Routing Guide (LERG) for
Washington state is current and accurate for the switches that you listed in response to CLEC
Question No. 8. If any of the information is not accurate, please identify the inaccurate
information and provide corrected information, including any additions, deletions or changes.
As part of your review of the information in the LERG, please state whether the CLLI code is
accurate for each switch that you identified in response to CLEC Question No. 8. In addition,
please state whether the LERG definition of the function of each switch (i.e., tandem, end office,
etc.) is accurate.

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 11 (Bench Request No. 42):

For each switch listed in response to CLEC Question No. 8, excluding Qwest switches that you
use on an unbundled basis in Qwest’s service territory in Washington state or through the
resale of Qwest’s services at wholesale rates, please provide:

(@
(b)
©
(@)

©

®
(®

RESPONSE:

The vertical and horizontal (“V&H”) coordinates of the switch from the LERG;
The switch type (e.g., Lucent SESS),

The function of the switch (e.g., stand-alone, host, or remote);

The switch capacity (i.e., the max1mum number of voice-grade equlvalent lines it
is capable of serving);

The geographic area over which you provide qualifying service to end-user
customers with the switch;

The initial cost of the switch, including installation and engineering costs; and
The number of initially equipped lines.

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 12 (Bench Request No. 43):

For each switch identified in your response to CLEC Question No. 11, please provide a list of all
the Qwest wire centers in Washington state, identified by name, address, and CLLI code, for
which you are currently using that switch to provide qualifying service to any end user
customers. - ’

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 13 (Bench Request No. 44):

For each Qwest wire center identified in response to CLEC Question No. 12, please identify the
total number of voice-grade equivalent lines that you are providing to customers in that wire
center from each switch identified in response to CLEC Question No. 11. For purposes of this
question, “voice-grade equivalent lines” should be defined consistently with the FCC’s use of the
term. See, e.g., FCC Form 477, Instructions for the Local Competition and Broadband
Reporting Form.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search

for information responsive to this Question, and will provide further information promptly if it
becomes available.
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CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 14 (Bench Request No. 45):

With respect to the voice-grade equivalent lines identified in your response to CLEC Question
No. 13, please separately indicate the number being provided to: (a) residential customers; (b)
business customers to whom you provide between 1-3 voice-grade equivalent lines at one
location; (c) business customers to whom you provide between 4-24 voice-grade equivalent lines
at one location; and (d) business customers to whom you provide 25 or more voice-grade
equivalent lines (in one location).

‘RESPONSE:

REDACTED - CONFIDENTIAL
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 15 (Bench Request No. 46):

With respect to the lines identified in your response to CLEC Question No. 13, please provide,
beginning with January 1, 2003, the average total monthly revenues earned per line served in
Washington state by LATA, MSA, and wire center, and specify the source of those revenues by
service type. The average total monthly revenue per line should include revenues associated
with the basic retail price charged to the customer, vertical features, universal service payments,
interstate access charges, intrastate access charges, subscriber line charges, toll, long distance,
local number portability, data, service to Internet service providers, and line revenues derived
from any other sources. Please provide any available breakdowns of each revenue component
- that is part of the average total revenue per line, identifying the type and amount of the revenue.
Please identify any differences between types of customers served.

RESPONSE:
MCI objects to CLEC Question No. 15 for the reasons set forth in its General Objections; in
particular, on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, and

excessively time consuming as written, and seeks information that MCI does not maintain in the
ordinary course of business.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 16 (Bench Request No. 47):

With respect to the lines identified in your response to CLEC Question No. 13, please provide,
beginning with January 1, 2003, the average total monthly cost incurred per line served in
Washington State by LATA, MSA, and wire center, and specify the source of those costs by
service type. These costs should include costs associated with switching; loops; collocation;
transport; hot cuts; OSS; signaling; customer acquisitions; backhauling traffic to your switches;
maintenance, operations, and other administrative activities; and capital costs. Please provide
any available breakdowns of each cost component that is part of the average total cost per line,
identifying the type and amount of each cost. Please identify any cost differences between types
of customers served.

RESPONSE:

MCI objects to CLEC Question No. 16 for the reasons set forth in its General Objections; in
particular, on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, expensive, oppresswe and
excessively time consuming as written, and seeks 1nformat10n that MCI does not maintain in the
ordinary course of business.

Page 22 — MCTI’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO CLEC QUESTIONS (UT-033044)




CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 17 (Bench Request No. 48):

Please state whether your are providing, or have plans to provide, through a wholesale, lease, or
resale arrangement, capacity on any switches you own or operate in Washington state, or that
you own or operate in another state and that you use to provide a qualifying service in
Washington state, to another carrier for use in providing qualifying services anywhere in

Washington state.

~ identify:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d

©
®
(8)

()
()

RESPONSE:

For each switch you identify in response to this bench request, please

The CLLI code for the switch;

The make, model, age, and current software upgrades of the switch;

The geographic location of the switch;

The geographic area served by the sw1tch including a list of all exchanges served

by the switch;

The features and functions (including software upgrades) available in the switch;

The capacity of the switch, including:

(1) Percentage of switch capacity in use;

(if) Percentage of switch capacity reserved for your own use and future use; and

(iii) Percentage of current and future capacity of the switch that will be made
available for CLEC use.

For each switch identified, please state in detail:

(iv) The anticipated service life of each switch;

(v) Whether you intend to use the switch for the full anticipated service life.

The rates, terms, and conditions under which you are making the switch capacity

available;

The identity of the other carrier, whether you are affiliated with the other carrier,

and if you are affiliated, the nature of the affiliation.

REDACTED - CONFIDENTIAL
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 18 (Bench Request No. 49):

For each month beginning with January 1, 2003, please identify the monthly churn rate you have
experienced in providing qualifying services to end user customers in Washington state. In
answering this bench request, you should calculate the churn rate as the number of voice grade
equivalent lines lost each month divided by the average number of voice grade equivalent lines
in service each month. In calculating the chum rate, do not include customers who move but
remain your customer.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search

for information responsive to this Question, and will provide mformatlon promptly if it becomes
available.
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- HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 19 (Bench Request No. 50):

Please provide a list of all transport facilities (i.e., trunks) in Washington state between any two
Qwest central offices, or between a Qwest central office and non-Qwest facilities, that you own,
control, or lease or have obtained use of from an entity other than Qwest. For each such facility,
please identify:

(@
(b)

©
(d)

(e)
®

(8

RESPONSE:

the facility; and

The A (beginning) location, the Z (ending) location, and any other premises
through which the facility is routed;

The wire center in which the facility is located, by CLLI code (if wire center data
is unavailable, please report the data by city);

The type of transport facility (i.e., DSO, DS1, DS3, dark fiber);

The transport technology used (e.g., fiber optic (dark or lit), microwave, radio, or
coaxial cable); ,

The level of capacity the facility is capable of supporting;

Whether you own the facility, lease or purchase transmission capacity on the
facility, use the facility on an unbundled basis, or have obtained the use of the
switch on some other non-ownership basis, and if you do not own the facility,
please identify the nature of the arrangement and the name of the entity owning
The number of facilities you own, control, lease, or have use of along the same A
to Z route you identify in section (a) above.

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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i

CLEC QUESTION NO. 20 (Bench Request No. 51):

Please provide a list of all the Qwest wire centers in Washington state, identified by name,
address, and CLLI code, to which you provide or offer transport facilities (i.e., any facilities that,
directly or indirectly, provide connections to wire centers) to other carriers. For each such
facility, please identify: '

@ The type of transport facility (i.e., DSO, DS1, DS3, dark fiber);

(b)  The transport technology used (e.g., fiber optic (dark or lit), microwave, radio, or
coaxial cable);

(©) The level of capacity the facility is capable of supporting; and

(d The names of the other carriers.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search

- for information responsive to this Question, and will provide further information promptly if it
becomes available.
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CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 21 (Bench Request No. 52):

For each transport facility identified in your response to CLEC Question No. 19 that you have
. deployed yourself or have obtained from a supplier other than Qwest, please identify the cost of
the facility, including the installation cost for any facilities that you have deployed yourself, and
the rates, terms, and conditions of any transport facilities that you obtain through a wholesale,
- lease, or resale arrangement from any entity other than Qwest. ’

RESPONSE:

REDACTED — CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 22 (Bench Request No. 53):

Please identify the points within Washington state and the location (by street address and/or V &
H coordinates) at which you connect your local network facilities to the networks of carriers
other than Qwest, including interconnection with other CLECs, interexchange carriers, or
internet service providers at any point of presence (POP) network access point (NAP),
collocatlon hotel, data center, or similar facility.

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 23 (Bench Request No. 54):

‘Please provide a list of all fiber rings in Washington state that you own or control and identify
the location (by street address and/or V&H coordinates) of each add-drop multiplexer or
comparable facility for connecting other transport facilities (e.g., wire centers, loops, other fiber
rings) to the fiber ring.

RESPONSE:

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 24 (Bench Request No. 55):

Please identify whether you are affiliated with Qwest in any way or with any other carrier
(including intermodal providers) that serves the transport routes or connection points identified
in response to CLEC Questions No. 19 and 22. If so, please describe the affiliation.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is not affiliated with
- Qwest or with any other carrier that serves “transport routes” (as MCI believes the Commission
‘intends that term to mean) at which MCI owns transport. MCI also refers Staff to MCD’s

objection to CLEC Question No. 22.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 25 (Bench Request No. 56):

Please identify whether you have any long-term (10 or more years) dark fiber Indefeasible Rights
of Use (IRUs) between any two Qwest wire centers or other facilities in the same LATA in
Washington state, in which you maintain an active physical collocation arrangement.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search
for information responsive to this Question, and will provide information promptly if it becomes
available. o
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 26 (Bench Request No. 57):

If you have identified any long-term dark fiber IRUs in your answer to CLEC Question No. 25,
please identify for each pair of wire centers or other locations:

@
(b)
©
(d)

RESPONSE:

The common name, address and CLLI code for each pair of wire centers or other
locations;

The number of dark fiber pairs terminating at each of the physical collocation
facilities; '
Whether you have attached optronics to the dark fiber, and if so, the transmission
level of each such lit circuit; and

The term of the IRU.

Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search
for information responsive to the question of whether it has any IRUs, as requested in CLEC
Question No. 25, and will provide information promptly if it becomes available. MCI objects to
CLEC Question No. 26 for the reasons set forth in its General Objections; in particular, on the
grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, and excessively time
consuming as written, and seeks information that MCI does not maintain in the ordinary course

of business.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 27 (Bench Request No. 58):

Please provide a list of all recurring and non-recurring rate elements and rates that apply when a
CLEC purchases UNE-L and special access, EEL, DS1, DS3, or dark fiber transport from a
Qwest rate center to a CLEC rate center.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that all rates and/or rate
elements that apply when a CLEC purchases UNE-L and special access, EEL, DS1, DS3, or dark
fiber transport from a Qwest rate center are set forth in tariffs and/or interconnection agreements
approved by and on file with the Commission. MCI refers Staff to those tariffs and/or
interconnection agreements. To the extent this Question seeks to impose an obligation on MCI
- to compile that information, MCI objects for the reasons set forth in its General Objections; in
particular, on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, and
excessively time consuming as written, and seeks information that MCI does not maintain in the
ordinary course of business.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 28 (Bench Request No. 59):

For each Qwest wire center in which you have a collocation arrangement, please identify:

(@
(b)
©
(d)

©
®
®

()
()
i)

RESPONSE:

The name, address, and CLLI code of the wire center;

The number of collocation arrangements for each wire center identified;

The type of collocation (e.g., caged, cageless, shared or virtual);

The type of equipment and the number of equivalent DSO channels for all services
in each collocation space (e.g., DLC, remote switches, multiplexers, transmission
terminals, etc.);

The types of services provided using such an arrangement (e.g., qualifying
services, broadband, internet access);

The cost and capacity of each item of equipment identified above;

The transmission facilities and the number of equivalent DSO channels for all
services used to connect the wire center to your switch or non-Qwest switching
provider;

The type of termination equipment used in the collocation arrangement;

The amount of unused or excess space in each collocation space; and

The approximate number of days between the date the collocation space was
turned over to you and the date equipment in the collocation space was first used
to provide local service. If the collocation space has not been used to provide
local service, or was so used in the past but is not now, so state and provide the
date, if any, on which you intend to use the space to provide local service.

\

MCT refers Staff to MCI’s response to CLEC Question No. 19. To the extent this Question seeks
to require MCI to provide information other than information provided in response to Question
No. 19, MCT for the reasons set forth in its General Objections; in particular, on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, and excessively time consuming
as written, and seeks information that MCI does not maintain in the ordinary course of business.
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HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL PER PROTECTIVE ORDER IN WUTC DOCKET NO. UT 033044

CLEC QUESTION NO. 29 (Bench Request No. 60):
i

state:
(a)
(b
©
d

©
®

RESPONSE:

For each shared or non-Qwest location (e.g., collocation hotels) in which you are located, please

The name address, or CLLI code (if applicable) of the shared or non-Qwest
location; v , .
The type of collocation or sharing/leasing of space for placement of equipment
(e.g., caged, cageless, shared or virtual);

The type of equipment and the number of equivalent DSO channels for all
services in the collocation space (e.g., DLC, remote switches, multiplexers,
transmission terminals, etc.);

The types of services provided using such an arrangement (e.g., qualifying
services, broadband, internet access); _

The cost and capacity of each item of equipment identified above; and

The transmission facilities and the number of equivalent DSO channels for all
services used to connect the office to your switch or non-Qwest switching
provider. :

REDACTED - HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 30 (Bench Request No. 61):

Please provide a list of all Qwest wire centers in Washington state, identified by name, address,
and CLLI code, at which you connect a collocation arrangement to a facility or collocation
arrangement belonging to another carrier, and for each connection, identify the carrier and the
capa01ty or type of connection.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is continuing to search

for information responsive to this Question, and will provide information promptly if it becomes
available.
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CLEC QUESTION NO. 31 (Bench Request No. 62):

Please provide a list of all Qwest wire centers in Washington state, identified by name, address
and CLLI code, at which you were denied the ability to connect a collocation arrangement to a
collocation arrangement or facility belonging to another camer

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving its General Objections, MCI states that it is not aware of any
such wire centers.
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Responses to CLEC Questions
Attachment A -- CLEC Questions No. 8, 9, and 11
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Responses to CLEC Questions
Attachment B -- CLEC Questions No. 11 and 12
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, Responses to CLEC Questions
Attachment E -- CLEC Question No. 23
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NOU 26 2883 13:30 FR WORLDCOM, INC. S12 495 6799 TO £15832268073 P.81-81

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON
UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition of,
) DOCKET NO. UT-033044
QWEST CORPORATION
DECLARATION OF
To Initiste a Mass-Market Switching and Qon Prace
Dedicated Transport Casc Pursuant to the
Triennial Review Order

I QQN p . S 2 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

Washington that the following is true and correct:

1. I am the S-?Nv:ll' /ha‘,-a-jczg, -~ G/ﬂln.nf;’r:\ﬁf\/@ /(&7,01‘

mc ___(company natme), a competitive local exchange carrier operating in
Washington.

2. I submit this declaration on personal knowledge of the facts declared herein.

3. The data provided by Mmcs~ (company name) to the

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission pursuant to the Commission’s Order

Requiring Disclosure of Information is true and correct.

Ca\o'_c-oJ\O
, Weslsngien

DATED and SIGNED at Qenver on MoV 26 4603,

Do ()

Signature -
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