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AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and TCG Phoenix (collectively,
“AT&T”) hereby submit their Comments on the HPC Proposed Scope for Review of Qwest
LSOG 5 Review & EDI PreOrder to Order Integration Analysis, draft version 1.1, released
February 24, 2002.

In the follow-up Draft Final Report workshop held on February 25, 2002, Hewlett-
Packard Consulting (“HPC”) made a short presentation outlining its proposal to the Arizona
Corporation Commission for a review of the integrateability of the Qwest EDI pre-ordering and
ordering functions. AT&T understands integrateability for the purposes of the proposed
evaluation to mean the extent to which the

EDI interfaces contain the requisite data in the pre-order query responses
and the ordering transactions that allow CLECs to use the response data to

format the resulting order. If the data is available for insertion into the
order, does it require transformation to meet the ordering specifications?'

! AT&T Exhibit 9-2 at 2.



The HPC proposal is to utilize Qwest’s pre-order and ordering documentation and
specifications for the IMA Release 8 interfaces which Qwest says are consistent with LSOG 5
guidelines as published by the Ordering and Billing Forum (“OBF) of the Association for
Telecommunications Industry Solutions (“ATIS”). AT&T disagrees with this approach, as it
will not provide an analysis of the integrateability of the most recent, and logically most
extensive, deployment of pre-order and order interfaces that are built upon LSOG 35 standards.
In AT&T Exhibit 9-2, AT&T recommends, “that Staff engage HPC to conduct the EDI
integrateability evaluation on the basis of Qwest IMA Release 9.° In the workshop, Qwest also
recommended that the HP evaluation be conducted on the basis of Release 9.

The HPC proposal provides for an examination of nine (9) order types for five (5)
specific products in the Assumptions section. While this is a limited set of transactions, AT&T
believes these are frequently experienced order types and does not disagree with them as the
proper basis for this limited evaluation of integrateability. AT&T does not agree that the HIPC
report, when published, would attest to the overall integrateability of the Qwest EDI interfaces as
is called for in the Test Standards Document (“TSD”),” but rather would be a report on the
integrateability of the activity type/products evaluated by HPC.

The HPC proposal advises:

The analysis will assess the ability of a CLEC to use Qwest data via EDI
Release 8.0 (LSOG 5), as it is received in a PreOrder response, in order to
submit a Local Service Request, hereafter referred to as an Order, without
having to manipulate the Pre-Order data.

AT&T understands that HPC will perform its analysis on the basis of Qwest and OBF

documentation and will not actually submit the Local Service Request (“LSR™) that would be

21d at 9
3 TSD, Sections 3.1, 6.1.4, 6.5.2.2, and 6.5.2.3



produced as a result of the integration of actual data from actual pre-ordering query results. This
is disappointing, as noted in AT&T Exhibit 9-2, where AT&T points out the shortcoming in the
previoué analysis of LSOG 3 integrateability.

HPC should have actually submitted LSRs that were formed from the

model of integration that it constructed to determine if those LSRs could

be processed by Qwest.

While Staff indicated in the workshop that the steps necessary for HPC to prepare for
such submission of test orders would be excessive, there is no data that supports that position. It
1s unclear whether the certification processes could be done in parallel with the integrateability
analysis or that the test order submissions would add any significant amount of time to the
engagement at hand. AT&T believes that HPC’s experience in working with the Qwest
interfaces in Arizona are extensive. Its experience in ROC testing later releases of the IMA
system and its experience in evaluating SATE might permit HPC to be readily certified and
ready to submit test transactions reflecting the actual integrateability of the pre-order and
ordering interfaces.

HPC’s approach statements (Section 2) do not clearly indicate the extent to which it will
utilize all of the Network Disclosures and Disclosure Addenda that Qwest has provided or will
provide during the course of this engagement that have impact on pre-ordering and ordering
transactions that are within the scope of the analysis. Perhaps it is implicit within the Approach
section of its proposal, but it should be made clear whether HPC will rely only on the chapters
cited in Section 1.5 relating to the Developer Work Sheets, or whether it will also evaluate the
modifications via Disclosure Addenda to the IMA release documentation. AT&T believes the
Disclosure Addenda, if any, that are published during the course of HPC’s work under this

engagement should be included within the analysis.



HPC proposes to “assess the ability of a CLEC to build an EDI PreOrder to Order
interface that takes a CSR response transaction and then parse (sic) it for use in an LSR.”
Proposal at Section 2.0. AT&T recommends that HPC and the Staff come to a common and
public understanding of what is meant by parsing of the response transaction for use in an LSR.
AT&T believes that the proper scope of the parsing analysis should be that HPC use Qwest’s
published parsing business rules to build a parsing process (i. e., pseudo-code) that selects
specific data elements from within the CSR response and populates the order data elements
according to Qwest’s I-charts. By way of example, using a hypothetical case, for a conversion
order, Qwest’s business rules could state that the listed name is the first entry in the List section
of the CSR record and it is comprised of an LN field containing the end-user specified listing
name, unless the entry is NP or NL. The parsing pseudo-code should be processed and the
results from all LN entries should correspond with acceptable (i.e., non-rejected) and correct
(i.e., according to the existing listing) order entries. CSR data that cannot be parsed to satisfy
ordering requirements for the selected order types must be flagged as exceptions.

In HPC’s Approach section there is a paragraph that appears to be jumbled from editing
to the point that it detracts from the usability of the section.

HPC mapped the PreOrder data elements to Order data elements and noted
any data definition (i.e., form, format, content, usage, and meaning) issues
that were identified during this step. HPC will process Pre-Order
transactions and populate the returned Qwest information into LSRs this
will confirm the mapping of data elements.

In AT&T Exhibit 9-2, AT&T raised its concerns that HPC requested Qwest’s review of
its initial analysis. “Qwest should not be allowed to review HPC’s work any earlier than any

other party.” AT&T Exhibit 9-2 at 9. AT&T makes this same recommendation for the purposes

of this evaluation.



In the workshop, HPC stated that the integrateability engagement is estimated to require
three (3) weeks of work, including report preparation activities. In the case that this estimate is
found to be too conservative, AT&T recommends that HPC identify the reasons that its work is
taking longer than expected and that the Staff make it clear that HPC is under no obligation to
meet an arbitrary delivery date in order for HPC to perform its analysis and reporting according
to its professional standards.

Respectfully submitted this Ist day of March 2002,
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I hereby certify that the original and 10 copies of AT&T’s Comments on the HPC Proposed
Scope for Review of Qwest LSOG 5 & EDI Pre-Order to Order Integration Analysis,
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1200 West Washington Street
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1200 West Washington Street
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1200 West Washington Street
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Gallagher and Kennedy
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Davis Wright Tremaine LLP
1300 S.W. Fifth Avenue
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Michael W. Patten

Roshka Heyman & DeWulf, PLC
400 North Fifth Street, Suite 1000
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Joyce Hundley

United States Dept. of Justice
Antitrust Division

1401 H Street NW, Suite 8000
Washington, DC 20530

Daniel Pozefsky

Residential Utility Consumer Office
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Phoenix, AZ 85004

Mark N. Rogers

Excell Agent Services, L.L.C.
2175 W. 14th Street
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Mark P. Trinchero

Davis Wright Tremaine

1300 SW Fifth Ave., Suite 2300
Portland OR 97201-5682

Penny Bewick
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Qwest Corporation
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st

Shirley S. Woo



