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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
AT&T Communications of the Pacific 
Northwest, Inc., 
 
 Complainant, 
 
       v. 
 
Qwest Corporation, 
 
 Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
DOCKET NO.  UT-003120 
 
JOINT STATUS REPORT  
OF AT&T AND QWEST 
JUNE 15, 2001  

AT&T Communications of the Pacific Northwest, Inc., (“AT&T”) and Qwest Corporation 

(“Qwest”) file this updated status report as required by the Notice of Modification of Procedural 

Schedule.  AT&T and Qwest hereby report as follows: 

The parties have been involved in a bona fide request process.  The parties have identified 

the following issues and report the status thereof: 

1. Access Protocol-i.e. methods and timing on how AT&T and other CLECs will 

access the MTEs.  The parties met on June 11, 2001 and plan to meet again in the very near future 

to discuss resolution of these issues.  These will also be issues that are briefed, in part, and the 

parties anticipate will be discussed in the UT-003022 and UT-003040 workshop beginning July 9, 

2001. 



 

 
Joint Status Report of AT&T 
and Qwest, June 15, 2001                                   - 2 - 
 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

2. Need for an LSR- Qwest is asserting the need for an LSR as part of the CLEC 

access protocol.  AT&T opposes providing an LSR for various reasons.  This will also be an issue 

that is briefed, in part, and the parties anticipate will be discussed in the UT-003022 and UT-

003040 workshop beginning July 9, 2001. 

3. Cost- There are three cost-related issues that the parties have identified.  (a) Qwest 

is proposing a recurring per-line, per-month charge for access to Qwest-owned MTE network wire.  

The parties differ on how much that charge should be.  (b) In its SGAT, Qwest references an MTE 

initial, nonrecurring inventory charge.  Qwest is in the process of developing a cost for that 

activity.  AT&T is opposed to the concept of paying this type of charge, but is waiting for Qwest’s 

cost quote to further negotiate this issue. (c) The parties need to address an issue around the 

provisioning of and the costs associated with a new building terminal, if such a terminal is 

installed.  The parties anticipate that these issues will be discussed in the UT-003022 and UT-

003040 workshop beginning July 9, 2001.  They also plan to negotiate the issue in the continuing 

bona fide request process. 

The parties hope to report further progress on resolving these issues on July 16, 2001.  

Respectfully submitted this 15th day of June, 2001. 

AT&T of the Pacific Northwest, Inc.,   Qwest Corporation 
 
 
 
_______________________________  ____________________________ 
Steven H. Weigler     Lisa A. Anderl, WSBA No. 13236 
Attorney for AT&T       Attorney for Qwest 
 


