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Templeton was no longer purchasing the Service set forth in the Agreement but instead 

was receiving a different, two-node SONET diverse route arrangement (not a SQNET 

“ring”). Verizon den the remaining allegations in paragraph 9. 
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ies the remainin 
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13. Verizon denies any circuits provisioned for lXCs on the 

were “unauthorized.” To the contrary, Franklin Templeton was the only end user on the 

ring, so any and all I ring were used exclusively to provide 

change service nklin Templeton at Franklin Templeto 

Moreover, the Agreement expressly 

Ag re inati 

answer to 9, a must have three 
figured as route t. Otherwise, the 
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Verizon did not assess the termination charge based on the total Service, but 

charge based on the monthly recurring charge of a instead assessed the terminati 

single customer node. n denies the remaining allegations in 
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Franklin Templeton over the SONET ring. Ve on admits that, when Franklin 

Templeton requested that the equipment be remov 

that there were live uits on the facility providi 

us sought assuran 
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may also owe Verizon for the difference between the IC6 rates in the Agreement and 

tariff rates from December 2003 through disconnection. 

COUNT I: 

19. Verizon incorporates be reference its answers to paragraphs 1 t 
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COUNT II: 

24. Verizon incorporates be reference its answers to paragraphs 1 through 18 of 

the Complaint, as though fully set forth here. 

n paragraph 25 are legal con sionsto which no response 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7, has 

iled to mitigat es, if any. 
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8, Franklin Templetqn’s claims are barred by setoff or recoupment. 

9. Franklin Templeton’s claims are 

interstate services, which are outside this 
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Respectfully submitted on February 17, 2006. 
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