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CLERK
DATE: September 15, 2004
TO: All Parties of Record
FROM: Adam J. Teitzman, Senior Attorney, Office of the General Counsel %/ <
RE: Docket No. 000121 A-TP

Six-Month SEEM Review Workshop, September 28-29, 2004

Staff is preparing for our workshop on September 28-29, and we would like to structure
the session to help ensure that we focus on the most important topics. To that end, we envision
that each side will provide a brief overview (15 minutes) of its proposal, followed by more in-
depth discussion of the key elements of its proposal (see attached tentative agenda). Each side
will be given an opportunity to explain its proposal before the other side and staff provide
comments and ask questions. Staff is going to make every effort to limit the time spent on any
one topic, with the objectives being to identify each party’s position and rationale and to
determine if the point is negotiable. By the end of the workshop, based on the range of opinion
and the likelihood of compromise, staff needs to determine if additional workshops or conference
calls should be held or whether this matter should be set for hearing.

In reviewing the tentative agenda, please keep in mind that we are not expecting formal
presentations on each of the key elements identified by staff. These topics are listed merely to
indicate that staff believes these aspects are important in considering a party’s proposal, and we
believe additional explanation and discussion would be useful. If any items are missing or need
clarification, please contact Sally Simmons at (850) 413-6605 or Kit Kennedy at (850) 413-6572.
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SIX-MONTH SEEM REVIEW WORKSHOP, SEPTEMBER 28-29, 2004

TENTATIVE AGENDA

Tuesday, September 28, 2004

1:00 pm Overview of CLECs’ Proposal
Key Elements of CLECs’ Proposal
(CLEC explanation, BellSouth response, staff comments and questions)
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Measure-Based Concept

Base Remedy Payment Calculation*

> Re: Capping Disparity

> Re: Impact of 0 denominator
$25,000 Limit on First Month Violation
Persistence Factor

Administrative Review

» Re: Necessity

> Re: Legal Implications

» Re: Process/Procedures

PARIS Reporting

> Re: Proposed vs. Status Quo

> Re: Cost Impact (Time and Money)
> Re: Necessity or Benefit

» Re: Pros and Cons

5:00 pm Meeting Adjourned for Evening

Wednesday, September 29, 2004

9:30 am Overview of BellSouth’s Proposal
Key Elements of BellSouth’s Proposal
(BellSouth explanation, CLEC response, staff comments and questions)
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Remedy Payment based on Transaction-based system™

Re: Consolidation of individual CLEC transactions for Tier 1
Re: Quantifying disparate transactions

Re: Parity Point versus Detection Point

Re: Interpolation for Total Affected Volume

Re: To pay or not to pay for only 1 failed month

Re: Amounts per transaction

“High Performance™/ “Standard Performance™/ “Low Performance”
Delta

Disaggregation
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3:00 pm Process for SEEM Review
5:00 pm Meeting Adjourned

* Need example showing calculation for each possible combination of:
Benchmark/Parity/Mean/Proportion.



