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	UNEs

	
	Attachment Rider
	
	
	
	
	

	Should the Remand Order Embedded Base Rider be included in Clec Coalition’s  ICA?

CLEC Coalition’s Issue Statement:

Should the Embedded Base Temporary Rider be approved given that the FCC has mandated a   transition plan for Section 251 UNEs, SBC must provide the checklist items (including unbundled local switching under Section 271, and given that SBC omitted from  the Embedded Base Rider the self-certification process for high-cap loops and transport?


	1
	Whereas Clauses
	NONE


	The Coalition objects to SBC’s proposed Embedded Base Rider in its entirety for the reasons set forth in the DPL for Attachment UNE 6, DPL Issue # 20.  

Cadieux Direct pp.75-90

Cadieux Rebutal pp. 29-33


	Entire Rider   
	Yes,  SBC MISSOURI has proposed ICA language to smoothly handle the application of the FCC’s TRRO Transition periods for embedded base elements such as Mass Market ULS and UNE-P and DS1/DS3/Dark Fiber Loops and Transport.  While CLEC Coalition attempts to drag those elements into the new agreement, with lengthy contract provisions that will undoubtedly lead to confusion and disputes, SBC MISSOURI’s approach is simpler and will be easier to implement.  Basically, SBC MISSOURI’s Embedded Base Temporary Rider is designed to lie “on top of” the Parties’ new interconnection agreement, but “points back to” the Parties’ prior agreement for the terms and conditions to cover these now-Declassified elements.  It makes no sense to spend party and Commission resources haggling over specific terms and conditions to govern elements that are supposed to be gone in 12 – 18 months, according to the FCC. 

Moreover, CC’s approach seems to imply that CLECs have an ability to order new UNE-Ps, which is simply incorrect under the TRRO’s transition plan.  In light of the TRO and TRRO decisions, local circuit switching is no longer required to be provided  beyond embedded base mass market  ULS/UNE-P until 3/11/06.  CLEC may certainly acquire these capabilities by other means outside of the 251 unbundling requirements, and in fact, SBC MISSOURI is willing to discuss further with CLEC outside of the 251/252 context.  In light of the Court’s vacatur of  the mass market UNE switching obligation, the CLEC Coalition’s example using switch port combinations should be rejected, including the implication that the CLECs can obtain any new ULS/UNE-P, whether via a new order, and conversion request. Any and all SBC obligations to provide ULS/UNE-P must be limited to embedded base ULS/UNE-P.

SBC Missouri  is agreeable to discussing language that recognizes the effect of the recent MPSC order interpret ting the TRRO’s UNE-P embedded base transition, subject to any rights of review.  
For the foregoing reasons, SBC MISSOURI’s proposed TRRO Rider  should be adopted.   
See Issue 1 on UNE DPL Part 1 for SBC’s position on 271 checklist offerings.   

Silver Direct 8-22 ,55-58, 60-61

Silver Rebuttal  14-15, 19-20, 26-27
 
	


� SBC has proposed the use of the term "Lawful UNE" in this appendix and in other parts of the agreement. The parties have agreed to raise this issue in the UNE DPL, rather than in every appendix. Accordingly, this issue is set forth in UNE Issue 1. The parties have agreed to conform the entire agreement as appropriate based on the Commission's order relative to UNE Issue 1.








Key:  
Underline language represents language proposed by CLEC COALITION and opposed by SBC MISSOURI. 
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Bold represents language proposed by SBC MISSOURI and opposed by CLEC COALITION 
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