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Lak in the day on Sep&mbcr 22,1997 the CLEC @es in this proceeding received 
the first draft repofit of the pmposed joint f i l i i  that U S WEST had pnywtsed in its 
tetter ofScp&mk IS, 1997. On September 23,1997, U S WEST pmvidedthe 
CLEC lparties with a cupy of &e U S WEST Arizona I n t t x c o ~  D&i Dictionary. 
The CLEO have since analyzed those two documents. 

The first deficiency is that in spite of the Chief Arbitrator's decision that the merasures 
conbid  in Exhibit A of the M d  Order are apppfiate, U S WEST has 
indicated that it wiff not provide rrmmment infomation fbr 27 of the 52 measures 
in Exhibit A. 

The second and q d l y  glarbg deticiency is that for several of the Exhibit A 
measures, U S WIELST provided incomplete responsies. While it m y  appear that U S 
WEST was being mpmsive to the Chief Arbitrator's request, upon closer 
exsfllRinlittion it am 
example, the OP-1 Raptst& Stmice Order Standard Due Date Met measure 
cstgblishes s t m i d  pvisiOning intends for txlth resold services and unbundled 
nehHork elements. The U S WEST draft only includes mcwres for POTS residence 
and POTS business servims. The U S WEST draft includes no inforination on 
Unbundled Netxwcwk Elenrents or remid design services for the OP- 1 mwure. 
Sirnjim pattiat respmms are found t.hrou&~a the U S WEST drstft. 
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Particularly troubfing was the almost complete lack of any measures information 
provided for Unkundled Network Elements. U S WEST does make reference to LIS- 
Trunk for five' ofthe measures. However, contrary to the Procedural Order, U S 
WEST failed to propose measures for Unbundled Loops or any other Unbundled 
Network ELements. 

The find major deficiency is U S WESTS failure to provide any infomtion on its 
existing performance levels and performance standards. The Procedural Order clearly 
addresses the need for this infomration to be produced when it states: 

"At the conclusion of the hearings on this matter, it was determined 
that a Procedural &der would be issued indicating which measures are 
appropriate, &a which the parties would report U S WESTS existing 
perforname level for each of the designated measures, existing 
@ormance standards ("bottr U S WESTS internal and Commission- 
requid) if they exist, and proposed StaMtanls if neither of the above is 

The U S WEST draft fails to provide any of its existing performance ieveis and 
existing performance standards. 

Rather than attempt to comet the substantial flaws in the U S WEST draft, the CLEC 
parties will %ssume the responsibility for producing a matrix that provides a template 
which wilt bietter allow the p d e s  to be responsive to the Procedural Order. This 
matrix will include mlumm for: 

0 The measures contained in Exhibit A 
0 The description of the measure 
0 The CLEC's propod on measurement methodology 
0 W S WEST'S proposal on measurement methodology 
0 Whaher the parties agree on the measurement methodology 

The U S WEST existing perfomme level for the measure 
0 n e  U S WEST andlor Co~ssion-ordered performunce standard for the 

measure or proposed standard if the preceding do not exist 

"?Ie GLECs believe that the proposed matrix will provide the necessary information 
and level of detail required by the procedural order. It Will dso be a usefbl tool as the 
parties negotiate any areas of disagreement. The CLEO will provide a copy of the 

LIS-Tntfik was mentioned as part of the US WEST proposal for 0P-3 Order Status Updates, MR-I 
Time to Restore, MR-3 Repeat Troubles, GP-1 Appointments Missed, and NP-IO 1ntercoMectio.i 
Tmnk Grade of Service. 
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matrix b U S WEST by October 2,1997. The matrix will include completed 
idomation for the fust five colurnns. The U S WEST infornation on the 
measwemat methodology will be obtained firom rkc U S WEST proposal andlor the 
data dictionary. The CwECs are hopeful that this matrix can become the basis for the 
joint f i l i i  requircxt by the procedwaf d e r .  

St is q p n t  that there is stili major disagreement about what constitutes compliance 
with the Procedural oyder. To address #ha &=-a&, the CLECs feel that a 
confereace call between the parties would be a reasonable next step. Please contact 
me at (303) 298-6335 and so we can anange a mutually acccp?able date a d  time. 

for the CLEC Parties' 

cc: 
Jerry Rudib;augh 
Chief Arbitrator 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
All P d e s  of Record 
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