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. REPLY OF TCG-SEATTLE TO WITA RESPONSE TO STAFF RESPONSE TO BENCH REQUEST NO. 2

1.
Pursuant to the August 22, 2007 Notice of Opportunity to Respond, TCG-Seattle replies 
to the Washington Independent Telephone Association’s (WITA’s) response to Staff’s 
response to Bench Request No. 2 (WITA Response).  In short, WITA’s Response is 
procedurally defective and untimely and should not be considered by the Commission 
in resolving the underlying complaint brought by Qwest.

2.
This complaint proceeding was initiated by Qwest against specified CLECs, including 
TCG-Seattle, alleging inter alia, that those CLECs were providing VNXX service that 
is prohibited by Washington law and rule.  WITA’s “response” to Bench Request No. 2 
attempts in effect to reopen the proceeding after hearings and briefing have long been 
concluded, circumventing commission rule, to now introduce theories related to 
transport obligations between rural independent telephone companies and CLECs.  
WITA’s response, aside from being untimely, proffers nothing but general assertions 
about compensation that should flow from CLECs to independent companies for 
services WITA argues are currently uncompensated.  During the evidentiary phase of 
the hearing, WITA offered no witnesses under oath to support these allegations.  The 
record thus lacks any evidence addressing such specific evolving theories proffered by 
the intervenor.  WITA’s assertions are therefore inappropriate, were not subject to 
cross-examination and lack foundation in the record.  For these reasons, WITA’s 
argument in response to Bench Request no. 2 should be disregarded by the 
Commission.  

DATED this 4th day of September, 2007.

	
	By:_____________________________

	
	Gregory L. Castle 

Senior Counsel

AT&T Services, Inc.

525 Market Street, Rm. 2022

San Francisco, CA 94105

Telephone (415) 778-1487

Facsimile (415) 974-1999

Email: gregory.castle@att.com

	
	David W. Wiley

Williams, Kastner & Gibbs PLLC

601 Union Street, Suite 4100

Seattle, WA 98101-2380

Telephone (206) 628-6600

Facsimile (206) 628-6611

Email: dwiley@williamskastner.

	
	Attorneys for TCG-Seattle
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