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1 about the middlf of the page.

2

MR.ROONEY;

Then I will go forward then

3 JUDGE ALBE~S: Wait a minute

4

MR.DICKS:Yeah,

c. c.c. c.

I have thpt f~9m page 22,
c.c;!"""

line 18, al:J,.thEf way through page 23, line 10, was

6 s'tricken as bei~g hearsay, talking about the delays
""if

7 of these two. 1ou:rlsel asked a direct question that

wasn't it true 1ha.t nobody else was delayed. He

9 testified that ~e j:::ontacted the two CLECs regarding

10 their delay. That's now in evidence and I would ask

11 """'c.a'"",".",;jOji'~~that from the o~de:r Lesser Rebuttal, page 22, line

12

18,It 

is item ~umber 8 on page 2 of you order, page

13 22, line 18, to Ipa<;Je 23, line 10, be modified tQ-

14 reflect that th'~t rnot"i~'f{"';'t~";t'~"i'ke is now wit,Q,9rawn.

15

MR.ROONEY:

~qell, Your Honors, if I may, my

16 question went t9 what's still in evidence and his

17 comment that cth~ tJ,:ibunal prevent Verizon from

18 perpetrating it~ delaying tactics on NCC or anybody

19 else I asked ~im who else

Okay.

Because at this

20 point he is mak~ng a statement that alleges that

21 there are other~ out there. And I was focusing on

22 my cross examin~tion on this particular phrase. I



308

1 certainly didn'~ open the door to what he was

testifying abou~ otherwise

3 JUDGE ALBE~S: Did you have other questions

4 along this linei

5

MR.

ROONEY~

'res,

I did, one other question

6 JUDGE ALBE~S: Why don't we hear that and

7 then

8 MR

ROONEY:

rrhank you, Your Honor

9 THE WITNES~: Maybe I should ask

10 MR

DICKS:No,

there is no question pending.

11 MR. ROONEY:I

12 Q.

Mr.

Lesser,: a:re you aware of whether any other

13 CLEC in the sta~e of Illinois has filed a complaint

14 at the Illinois Icommerce Commission alleging any

15 delays or any d~la~{ing tactics that Verizon has

16 perpetrated? A9d :[ am speaking specifically of

17 complaints file4 a1: the Illinois Commerce

18 Commission

19 A I am not a~are if they have filed any or have

20 not lfiled any.

21 Q. Let me ask

22 JUDGE ALBERS: Does that end your Questions on
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1 that line?

2

MR.ROONEY;

'rhat's it

3 ~au;se .

4 JUDGE ALBE~S: ,"',-""" ""~~"""','.C""'-,,.,""
Regardles-s of the wei<J:~t of the

5
C,,".,,?~'~ r:. ,~",.co_~"c".,,","C'"

te s tJ.mony on pa1 e :22 through 23,
.,.,. "C'_C"'~""""';,c,'C,c""~""

lines 18 on page 22

6 f'hrough l'ine i'6".1'on 2 3,

'regard~res's'c 

ocr the weight we

s.hould accord tq that, In light of Mr. Rooney";'
",,""""""

8 q'u'e's"'E ion s , ". ,.;,;,Cjl;J:i\\;¥,fij;:i:!I wl~l wlthdraw the rullng on the motl0n

9 to strike

10

MR.

ROONEY:I ]~ine . Thank you, Your Honor

11 JUDGE ALBE~S: Given that that testimony will

12 be put back in, I ,im not --knowing the future here,

13 keep this in mi9d because we will ask you to sub~it

14 another version 1of Mr. Lesser's rebuttal with this

15 back in

16 MR

DICKS:

Thank you very.On my to do ll.st.

17much.

18

MR.

ROONEY:I

19

Mr.

Q. i

Lesser,! returning to the "'whatever suits

20 their needs theqry" identified in your testimony, L

21 would like to tqrn to what is on page 2, again

22 focusing on thi~ f:irst page of Q and A. And on that


