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Tallahassee, Florida 323 99-08 5 0 

Re: Docket No. 0401 56-TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing are an original and 15 copies of ‘4T&tT ’s Response to Verizon Florida’s 
Petition for Arbitration and AT&T’s Motion to Dismiss or Strike Verizon Florida’s “Update to 
Petition” in the above-referenced docket. 
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Introduction 

AT&T Communications of ths  Southem States, LLC and TCG South Florida, 

(collectively “AT&T”) ’ hereb!. responds to Verizon Florida, hc.’s  (”Verizon’s”) petition, filed 

on February 23,2004, to initiate an arbitration proceeding to amend the interconnection 

agreement between AT&T and Venzon in light of the Federal Communications Commission’s 

(“FCC’s”) Triennial Review Order ( ‘TRO”).’ Verizon’s proposed amendment is deficient in 

several respects: It attempts to saddle AT&T with obligations not grounded in the TRO, it 

ignores obligations placed on Verizon and other ILECs by the TRO, and it fails to grapple with 

critical issues discussed in the TRO such as batch hot cuts, line splitting and line conditioning. 

In addition, it seeks to impose rates for conversions and routine network modifications that the 

TRO indicates must be done at Verizon’s expense. As a result, Verizon’s proposed amendment 

should be rejected. 

To aid the Florida Public Sen-ice Commission (“Commission”) in its review, AT&T has 

organized its response to track the sections of Verizon’s Petition for Amendment. It describes 

AT&T’s objections to Verizon’s TRO Amendment on a section-by-section basis. Where there is 

no objection, AT&T so notes. In addition, AT&T includes citations to the applicable sections of 

1 AT&T’s current affiliate TCG South Florida (“TCG”) has previously negotiated interconnection 
agreements with Venzon. AT&T and TCG have negotiated, and each requests the Commission to 
arbitrate, for each separate entih the issues presented in AT&T’s TRO Amendment. As separate entities, 
AT&T and TCG are each entitled to a separate interconnection agreement with 1-enzon. Moreover, such 
separate interconnection agreements are operationally important, as AT&T and TCG each, to a great 
degree, operate and manage their own respective networks and require separate nghts of interconnection. 

7 In the Mutter of Revieit of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local E,xchange 
Carriers, CC Docket No. 0 1-336. Iniprmentation of the Local Competition Proi*isions of the 
Teleco~zi~ziiinicatioris Act of 1996. CC Docket No. 96-98, Deplojwent of Wireliw Senices Offering 
Adtmced Telecorzimunica~ions Capabriiy, CC Docket No. 98-147, “Report And Order And Order On 

(contlnued ...) 
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the FCC rules and the TRO (to which Verizon has not cited). In order to provide the 

Commission with a line-by-line explanation of AT&T’s objections, AT&T has attached a black- 

lined version of Verizon’s Proposed Amendment 3s Exhibit 1 .  For the convenience of the 

Commission, AT&T has also prepared an issues matrix which sets out the main areas of dispute 

between the parties and cross-references the applicable portion of the TRO and the proposed 

TRO Amendment. That matrix is attached as Eshbit 2.  Finally. AT&T provides as Exhibit 3 a 

clean copy of its proposed TRO Amendment, which it  respectfully requests that the Commission 

adopt . 

The Recent D.C. Circuit Opinion in CTsT,-i 11 Does Not Prevent the Commission From 
Con d u c t in gl this Arb it r a t ion. 

At the outset, it is important to note that any argument that an arbitration between -4T&T 

and Verizon should be delayed or stayed in light of the recent C’STA 11 decision by the Cnited 

States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Distnct of Columbia should be ignored.’ The original 

Verizon petition and this response is unaffected by that decision as that decision has not taken 

effect, and is quite likely to be stayed for a long psnod of time, By its terms the decision will not 

take effect until at least 40 days after issuance. and perhaps for much longer. The Court stayed 

the effect of its decision until the later of: ( 1 )  demal of any petition for rehearing or rehearing en 

banc; or (ii) 60 days from March 2,2004. Furthermore. there is a strong likelihood that during 

this period the D.C. Circuit’s decision may be stayed pending review by the United States 

Supreme Court. 

(contmued ...) 

Remand And Further Notice Of Proposed Rulemahung.” No. FCC 03-36, released August 37, 2003 
(“TRO”). 
3 lJ’nited Sfates Telecom Assocration v FCC. ;No. 00-1012 {D.C.Cu. March 2, 2004). 
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The majority of FCC Commissioners who voted in favor of the TRO already have 

announced their intention to seek both a stay and Supreme Court review of the D.C. Circuit 

decision. AT&T and a number of other parties, including NARUC, wholeheartedly support the 

FCC majority’s actions. AT&T is optimistic that the Supreme Court, which issued a very strong 

opinion in May 2002 in support of ~ompeti t ion,~ will accept this case and affirm the FCC’s 

findings and rules as well as the right of the states to implement rules critical to support 

telecommunications competition, especially (but not exclusively) for mass market consumers. 

AT&T is equally optimistic that the D.C. Circuit’s decision will be stayed, in no small part 

because of the marketplace confusion and consumer harm that Verizon and other ILECs would 

likely attempt to create if the decision were allowed to become effective before the Supreme 

Court has the opportunity to review it. 

At this time the FCC’s TRO remains in effect and the rules and deadlines imposed by the 

FCC for completing the Commission’s nine-month proceeding remain in place. If this 

arbitration proceeding were stayed for any substantial period of time, the Commission could find 

itself backed into a position where it could no longer comply with its current obligations under 

the TRO which require resolution of the issues presented in Verizon’s petition within 9 months 

from the issuance of the TRO. 

Relevant Procedural Backmound 

On October 2, 2003. Venzon posted a proposed amendment to all of its interconnection 

agreements on its website (Verizon’s “proposed TRO Amendment”) and it simultaneously sent a 

form letter to AT&T (and presumably all other CLECs) seeking negotiation of the proposed 

TRO Amendment. Verizon omits in its petition to mention that AT&T timely responded to 

4 Verzzon Commttnications, Inc. v. FCC, 535 U.S. 467 (2002). 
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Verizon’s proposed changes by letter dated October 14,2003. That letter detailed AT&T’s 

significant concerns with Verizon’s proposal and suggested negotiation. A month later, on 

November 7 -  2003, Venzon requested that AT&T proiide a redline version showing all of its 

proposed changes to the Verizon proposed TRO Amendment. AT&T agreed to undertake that 

detailed process and provided Verizon with a redline of Verizon’s proposed amendment on 

February 6. 2003.’ AT&T also requested that Verizon agree to meet on February 23, 2004, (or at 

its earliest convenience) to begin a discussion of the significant areas of dispute. Verizon has not 

yet committed to any specific dates for negotiation of any of the issues presented by ATgLT’s 

TRO Amendment. 

Discussion of Proposed Amendments. 

-4s stated above, AT&T has attached a blacklined version of Verizon’s Proposed 

Amendment as Exhibit 1 to this response. AT&T‘s extensive revision of the Yerizon draft was 

necessary because Verizon did not faithfully craft the amendment to reflect the new mandates of 

the TRO. 

In proposing its Amendment, AT&T expressly reserves the right to ask the Commission 

to impose upon Verizon under Florida law additional unbundling or other requirements not 

inconsistent with Verizon’s obligations under federal law. As is true with any releunt change in 

law, the interconnection agreement between AT&T and Venzon would have to be hrther 

amended if any such additional requirements are imposed. 

Finally, in some cases the TRO simply clarified or modified existing Verizon 

requirements rather than making wholesale changes in law. In those cases, for example with 

Thz redlms provided to Verlzon on February 6, 2004, is largely the same as the blackline attached as 
Exhibit 3 to this petition. Since early February AT&T has made a few additional modifications to the Venzon 

5 

(continued.. .) 

5 



respect to hybrid loops, AT&T’s proposed TRO Amendment reflects these modifications but 

ATgLT does not mean to suggest by its response that there has been a change in law. 

I. POTENTIAL FLTURE CHANGES IN IMPAIRMENT FINDINGS 

There is one overriding dispute between the parties that arises in several different 

sections of the TRO Amendment - namely, how to handle any further findings with respect to 

impairment that may arise in the ongoing FCC TRO impairment docket. Rather than repeat the 

debate in each section below, AT&T addresses it as a threshold issue. It is AT&T’s position that 

the interconnection agreement simply cannot and should not address the potential outcomes of 

the impairment proceedings. N o  party has a crystal ball and any attempt to anticipate decisions 

or findings is unlikely to be fruitful. Rather, it creates messy and ambiguous contract language, 

as evidenced by Verizon’s proposed Amendment, which will inevitably result in more disputes 

between the parties. Thus, AT&T’s proposed TRO Amendment simply states that in the event 

there are further findings of impairment or non-impairment6 by the FCC or the Florida 

Commission within the ongoing TRO impairment proceedings, parties to the interconnection 

agreement should rely on the change of law provisions of that agreement, in accordance with 

direction fiom the FCC or the Commission, to make any subsequent TRO-based amendments. 

This language is consistent with the TRO’s transition provisions, which require the 

7 parties to follow the Section 252 process to implement the TRO’s changes. The FCC insisted 

upon the Section 252 process even in the face of several RE3OCs’ requests that that process be 

(continued.. .) 

proposed amendment, most notably including a section on batch hot cuts metncs and performance standards. 

language is outcome neutral, discussing future findings of impairment and non-impairment. 
6 Contrary to Veruon’s proposal, which discussed only future findings of non-impairment, the AT&T 

TRO, 7 70 1. 7 
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ovenidden “to permit unilateral change to all interconnection agreements to avoid any delay 

associated n ith negotiation of contract provisions.”’ Verizon proposes in its draR amendment 

that any further non-impairment findings be azctoninticdj?~ incorporated into the interconnection 

agreement without negotiation or discussion as to the implementation of any such findings? Not 

only is that position contrary to the TRO’s transition provisions, it is unworkable. To the extent 

that there are further non-impairment findings, it is inevitable that the parties will need to 

negotiate (and potentially arbitrate) the meaning of those findings and how they can be 

implemented through the interconnection agreement. Verizon’s petition seeks arbitration to 

implement the TRO at this time because, as Verizon acknowledges, the parties have vastly 

different \-iews on the plain meaning of those provisions in the order that do not require hr ther  

Commission, FCC or judicial action. 

Set forth below is AT&T’s analysis of each section of Verizon’s proposed amendment 

with explanations of AT&T’s objections to those sections. Again, the language to which ATkT 

specifically objects is set out in Exhibit I ,  a blacklined version of Verizon’s proposed TRO 

Amendment. In addition, the issues in dispute are identified and detailed in AT&T’s issues 

matrix attached as Exhibit 2. 

11. GENERAL CONDITIONS (TRO AhlENDMENT SECTION 1) 

The parties have only minor differences with respect to the general conditions section. 

AT&T does not object to any language contained in sections 1.1, 1.2, or 1.4 but instead adds 

language to those sections. AT&T objects to certain language in section 1.3, as noted in Exhibit 

8 

9 
Id .  
St.e e g , Verizon’s Proposed TRO Amendment, 5 3.4.2. 
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1. In its first section, AT&T’s proposed amendment sets out the conditions under which CLECs 

have a right to obtain access to C W s  and provides definitions of key terms. 

111. DEFINITIONS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 2) 

In the “glossary” section which AT&T has renamed “Definitions” to be consistent with 

the TRO, Verizon’s proposed amendment strayed quite far from the definitions set forth in the 

TRO. For example, in its oIlgina1 definition of a “FTTH loop” Verizon fails to clarify that 

FTTH loops do not include intermediate fiber in the loop architectures such as fiber-to-the-curb, 

fiber-to-the building or fiber-to-the node. AT&T’s amendment makes clear that those types of 

loop architectures are properly defined as “hybrid 100ps.”’~ Similarly, as explained in more 

detail in Section VI11 below, AT&T has crafted its definitions of dedicated transport and dark 

fiber transport based on the plain language of  the TRO whereas Verizon ignores the full 

definition.’’ In one instance, Verizon’s original glossary included a term not found in the TRO, 

“House and Riser Cable,” that appears to be used in place of the TRO’s definition of “Inside 

Wire Subloop” in 47 C.F.R. 5 1.3 19(b)(2). AT&T’s amendment in Section 2.1 1 includes the 

proper definition for Inside Wire Subloop. 

AT&T’s amendment also sets out a list of facilities or classes of facilities for which the 

TRO has made a general finding of non-impairment. T h s  list is set forth in the amendment’s 

definition of “Declassified Network Elements” at Section 2.18. As noted above, the change in 

law provisions or any hrther direction from the Commission or the FCC will govern to the 

extent the ongoing impairment proceedings require additions or subtractions from this list. 

Exlubit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), 5 2. IO (FTTH loop,) and $ 2.12 (Hybrid loop). 
Id at 9s 2.2,2.3. 

13 
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AT&T proposes definitions for “Line Conditioning” (Section 2.13) and “Line Splitting” 

(Section 2.15) two topics ignored by Venzon. Finally, AT&T proposes additional language to 

sharpen the definitions of “Subloop for Multiunit Premises Access” and “Loop Distribution.” 

AT&T does not object to the definitions proposed by Verizon in Sections 2.1, 2.4, 2.5, 2.8, 2.19. 

2.20, 2.22 and 2.35. All other sections include language deleted or added by AT&T, as set fonh 

in Exhibit 1. AT&T’s TRO Amendment at Section 2 sets forth the definitions established in the 

TRO and should be adopted. 

E. LOOPS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.1) 

Consistent with the FCC’s prior opinions, the TRO requires Verizon to unbundle all local 

(voice-grade) loops comprised of copper wire or cable, including existing copper loops, newly 

deployed copper loops and spare copper.” The TRO does eliminate unbundling for the highest 

capacity “OCn“ loops.” It also permits, under certain circumstances, the retirement of copper 

loops or subloops that have been replaced with fiber, except with respect to FTTH loops, but 

requires Verizon to follow certain nehvork modification and disclosure requirements when 

retiring copper loops and subloops. ’‘ Verizon’s proposed amendment inadequately addresses 

issues around retirement of copper loop. As discussed below, AT&T’s proposed language 

ensures that all of the terms and conditions related to the retirement of copper loops are included 

in the agreement.” 

Under the TRO, Verizon may challenge the national findings of impairment with respect 

to DS1 and dark fiber loops.16 To the extent that there are any non-impairment findings made 

TRO, vy 20 1-202. 
I f f  
Id at  17 2-3-284. 
E h b i t  1. -4T&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline) $ 5  3.1.2, 3.1 2.7, 3.1.2.9 

12 

13 

I4 

15 

16 TRO, Tfi 324-325. 
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with respect to high-capacity loops during the TRO impairment proceedings, the parties will be 

required to follow any direction provided by the Commission or the FCC and implement those 

directives in accordance with the change in law procedures in the interconnection agreement. 

Thus, with respect to loops, AT&T’s TRO Amendment simply sets out those requirements 

already established by the TRO. For the reasons discussed in more detail below, it should be 

adopted. 

A. 
Sections 3.1.1 and Section 3.1.5) 

High Capacity and Dark Fiber Loops (TRO Amendment 

The TRO requires Verizon to provide unbundled access to high capacity and dark fiber 

loops and AT&T’s TRO Amendment codifies that obligation. In its proposal, Verizon continues 

to insist on language that would automatically amend the interconnection agreement if there are 

any further non-impairment finding with respect to such loops by the Commission or the FCC 

AT&T’s TRO Amendment, consistent with the TRO, requires Verizon to provide AT&T non- 

discriminatory access to DS 1 loops, a maximum of 2 DS-3 loops (at any single customer 

location), and Dark Fiber loops on an unbundled basis.17 

B. 
3.1.2) 

Fiber-to-the-home (“FTTH”) Loops (TRO Amendment Section 

With respect to FTTH loops, Verizon is not currently required to provide AT&T 

unbundled access where Verizon has deployed such a loop to an end user’s customer premises 

that previously has not been served by any Verizon loop.” However, where Verizon replaces an 

existing copper loop with FTTH, it must (1) continue to maintain the copper loop and make it 

available as an unbundled element, or (2) retire the copper loop in accordance with the TRO’s 

17 Exhtbit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), 8 $ 2.1.1.1 - 3.1.1.2. 
Id. at § 3.1.2.1. 18 
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express copper loop retirement procedure. l 9  Where it has followed the required procedure, 

Verizon must provide ATgLT with nondiscriminatory unbundled access to a 64 kilobits per 

second transmission path capable of voice grade senice over the FTTH loop. Verizon’s 

proposed TRO Amendment failed to address the TRO’s provisions on maintaining copper loops 

and retirement of copper loops, such as notice of proposed retirement, compliance with 

Commission guidelines regarding retirement, and implementation of copper loop retirement in 

accord with agreed upon procedures. 

AT&T’s TRO Amendment includes maintenance and retirement procedures. 2o The 

procedures. including but not limited to any procedures that have or may be established by the 

Commission for such retirement, are necessary to ensure that Verizon’s retirement of copper 

loops and subloops does not result in any interruption of service to AT&T customers. The 

procedures are also consistent with, and mandated by, the TRO and therefore should be adopted. 

C. Hybrid Loops (TRO Amendment Section 3.1.3) 

A hybrid loop, as defined in the TRO, “consists of both copper and fiber optic cable (and 

associated electronics, such as DLC systems).”” The fiber piece of the loop typically carries 

traffic from the central office to a centralized location such as a remote terminal where copper 

wire then carries the traffic to and from the end user. The TRO requires Verizon to provide 

AT&T access to unbundled hybrid loops except for the provision of packet switching and certain 

broadband services. AT&T’s TRO Amendment sets out these TRO requirements and therefore 

should be adopted. 

TRO, 7 2s 1-284. 19 

20 

21 
Id at 9 3.1.2.3-3.1.2.9. 
TRO, 1288 ,  m 832. 
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D. IDLC Hybrid Loops (TRO Amendment Section 3.1.4) 

Carriers use digital Ioop carrier (“DLC”) systems to aggregate the many copper subloops 

that are connected to remote terminal locations. At a remote terminal, a canier multiplexes 

signals onto a fiber feeder loop facility and transports the multiplexed signal to its central office. 

These DLC systems may be integrated directly into the carrier’s switch. otherwise known as 

htegrated DLC systems or “DLC.” Venzon’s proposed TRO Amendment takes the position 

that providing AT&T with a “technically feasible method of unbundled access” means that 

Verizon should undertake construction of new facilities at AT&T’s expense. Verizon also seeks 

to exempt its provisioning of loops from standard provisioning intervals and performance 

measures and remedies. These positions of Venzon are self-serving and without any support in 

the TRO. 

When AT&T seeks to order an unbundled loop to serve a retail customer currently being 

served by Verizon over IDLC. the TRO requires that Verizon provide this service “either 

through a spare copper facility or through the availability of Universal DLC systems” or, if 

neither is available, Verizon must provide AT&T with a “technically feasible method of 

unbundled access.’’21 AT&T’s TRO Amendment sets forth the plain and unambiguous language 

of the TRO and should be adopted? 

E. Line Sharing (TRO Amendment Section 3.2.1) 

While the TRO eliminates over time Verizon’s obligation to provide line-sharing as a 

UNE under federal law, it requires Yenzon to continue existing line-sharing arrangements for 

customer locations where AT&T began providing xDSL service using line sharing prior to 

Id 7 297. 
Exhibit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), 5 3.1.4. 

7-7 _- 
73 
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October 2, 2003.24 It also requires Venzon to provide new line sharing arrangements on a 

transitional basis pursuant to the rates, terms and conditions set out in 47 C.F.R. 5 1.3 19(a)( 1 )(i). 

Although Verizon’s original proposal addressed to some extent line sharing, it was silent on the 

line splitting and line conditioning requirements of 47 C.F.R. 5 1.3 19(a)( l)(ii). AT&T’s TRO 

Amendment adds sections to address these new TRO requirements.?’ 

In addition, Venzon seeks to enter into a separate agreement with AT&T that would 

govern the new line-sharing arrangements. AT&T. consistent with the TRO, believes these 

requirements should be a part of the interconnection agreement. There is simply no reason to 

have two agreements where one will suffice. 

AT&T’s TRO Amendment includes procedures consistent u-ith the Rule governing line 

splitting and line conditioning arrangements. Those procedures require Verizon to use a splitter 

collocated at the central office to enable AT&T to engage in line splitting and to condition a 

copper loop at no cost to AT&T where AT&T seeks access in order to ensure that the coppsr 

loop is suitable for providing digital subscriber line services? In addition, AT&T’s TRO 

Amendment sets out a procedure for Verizon’s maintenance, repair and testing in connection 

with line splitting.” 

Each of the sections of the TRO Amendment proposed by AT&T is consistent with the 

TRO and Rules and should be adopted. 

Y. SUBLOOPS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.3) 

The TRO requires Verizon to provide ATkT with unbundled access to Venzon’s copper 

subloops and Verizon’s network interface devices (“NIDs”). These requirements encompass any 

TRO, yT 255-270. 
E d b l t  1. AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline). 3 3.2(*4) and (B). 

21 

25 
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means of interconnection of the Verizon distribution plant to customer premises wiring. *’ In 

addition, the FCC found that AT&T and other CLECs are impaired on a nationwide basis 

“without access to unbundled subloops used to access customers in multiunit premises.”” As a 

result, the TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with access to any techca l ly  feasible access 

point located near a Verizon remote terminal for these subloop fa~ilities.~’ 

Verizon’s proposal with respect to subloops fails to use definitions and terms consistent 

with those used in the TRO. It fails to hl ly  address requirements conceming connecting of 

subloops and provisioning of subloops. It omits any mention of the demarcation point discussed 

in the TRO. Further Verizon’s proposal saddles AT&T with mynad obligations that are not 

supported by the TRO. For example, Yerizon seeks to require AT&T to collocate in order to 

access inside wire subloops. Yenzon also seeks to block AT&T from connecting to inside wire 

subloops except by way of an established SPOI. 

AT&T’s TRO Amendment, on the other hand, sets out in detail the definitions of 

subloops and accessible terminals contained in the TRO.” AT&T then provides detailed 

procedures for the connection of subloop elements to any technically feasible point both with 

respect to distribution subloop facilities and subloops in multi-tenant environments.’’ AT&T 

sets forth the TRO’s requirements with respect to Inside Wire sub loop^.^' In addition, AT&T 

provides detailed requirements covering Verizon’s provision of a single point of interconnection 

(continued ...) 

Id. 
Id 9 3.2(C). 
TRO, 7 205. 
Id., 7 348. 

Exhibit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), $ 9  3.3.1-3.3.4. 
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(“SPOI”) suitable for use by multiple 

and faithful to the TRO’s requirements on subloops and should therefore be adopted. 

AT&T’s TRO Amendment is consistent with 

YI. UNBUNDLED LOCAL SWITCHING (TRO AMENDRIEIVT SECTION 3.4) 

Verizon’s proposed amendment absolves it of responsibility to provide any form of 

switching other than mass market switching and attempts to predict the outcome of the 

impairment proceedings with regard to mass market switching  obligation^.^^ The TRO requires 

Venzon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to mass market switching but relieves Verizon 

of its obligation to provide enterprise switching? As to the latter, the TRO requires Verizon to 

provide a transition period to AT&T to move its enterprise customers to alternative service 

arrangements absent a Commission petition to the FCC seeking to rebut the FCC’s national 

finding of non-impairment.- AT&T objects, then. to language in each subsection of section 3.4 

as demonstrated in Exhibit 1.  AT&T has incorporated the requirements of the TRO discussed 

above into its Amendment and these changes should be adopted. 

77 

VII. SIGNALING/DATABASES (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.4.3) 

The TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to its signaling 

networks, which directs calls between switches or behveen switches and call-related databases, 

wherever AT&T has obtained unbundled circuit switching.’8 In addition, Verizon must provide 

(contmued ...) 

Id at $$ 3.3.7-?.3-9. 
Id at 5 3.3.10. 
Id at 3 3.11 
Verzon TRO -\mendment 3s 3.4 1 and 3 4.2. 
TRO, C 119 

TRO, 551. 
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AT&T continued access to the 91 1 and E91 1 call-related  database^.^' Verizon’s petition 

recognizes these requirements and much of its language, as indicated in .\T&T’s blackline, is 

acceptable to AT&T. However. AT&T’s proposal makes the terms used in this section more 

consistent with the language of the TRO. AT&T’s TRO Amendment sets forth these 

requirements of the TRO and should be adopted. 

VIII. UNBUNDLED INTEROFFICE FACILITIES (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.5) 

The TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to dark fiber, DS3 

and DS 1 transport facilities.“ Dedicated transport and dark fiber transport are defined as 

transmission facilities between Verizon switches or wire centers including also locations where 

Verizon has its own facilities at a CLEC’s premises.” Verizon’s proposed definition of 

dedicated transport and dark fiber transport ignores footnote 1126 of ths TRO and excludes these 

arrangements where Verizon has facilities on a CLEC’s premises. ATkT’s TRO Amendment in 

both the definition and Section 3.5 supplies the TRO’s definition of dedicated transport and dark 

fiber transport. 

As to DS3 transport facilities, the TRO establishes a “maximum number of twelve 

unbundled DS3 transport circuits that a competing carrier or its affiliates may obtain along a 

single route.’’42 AT&T’s TRO Amendment adds language to Section 3.5.2.2 to clarify that 

transmission paths between identical end points are considered on a sinyle route regardless of 

whether any intermediate points are incl~ded.‘~ 

Id. 
Id. ,  77 381-384 (dark fiber): 386-387 (DS3; 390-393 (DS1). 
Id . ,  7365 and fh 1126. 
Id., 7 358. 
Id. 
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AT&T objects to language in all subsections of Section 3.5 and proposes new language, 

as shown in Exhibit 1. AT&T’s TRO Amendment incorporates these requirements and should 

be adopted. 

IX. COMMINGLING, CONVERSIOSS AKD COMBI?~ATIONS (TRO 
,hMESDMEIVT SECTION 3.6) 

Prior to the issuance of the TRO, the FCC placed certain restnctions on when competitive 

carriers could “commingle” or combine “loops or loop-transport combinations with tariffed 

special access services.’& These combinations of loop-transport are also referred to as Enhanced 

Extended Links or “EELs.” The TRO eliminated the restrictions on EELs and instead the FCC 

modified the rules to “affirmatively permit requesting c a m m  to commingle UNEs and 

combinations of LINES with senices (e.g. switched and spxial access services offered pursuant 

to tariff), and to require incumbent LECs to perform the nscessary functions to effectuate such 

c ornnl i ng 1 i n g up on r eq ue s t . ’” ’ 
Verizon has taken the position that commingling and conversion need not be permitted 

until there is an amendment to the interconnection agreement. This reading is inconsistent with 

the TRO and entirely self-serving as it permits Verizon, while it drags its feet in negotiations, to 

overcharge AT&T for special access rather than providing EEL con\-ersion. Verizon has also 

taken the following positions which contradict the TRO: ( 1 AT&T should be required to re- 

certify that i t  meets the TRO’s eligibility requirements for DS1 and DSl equivalent circuits on a 

circuit-by-circuit basis rather than through the use of a single written or electronic request; (2) 

AT&T must provide in an EEL order or conversion request information on a circuit-by-circuit 

Supp l m  en tal Order Clarifi.cn tion, In1 plenien  TI^ t ion of rh r LGC ~1 Com per i rion Proiw io 11s of the 44 

Tel~conimunicatlorls .4ct of 1996, 7 22 (2000). 
45 TRO. 7 579. 
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basis that is not essential to the provisioning or conversion process; (3) Verizon’s performance in 

connection with commingled facilities is not subject to the interconnection agreement’s standard 

provisioning intervals and performance measures; and (4) Verizon is entitled to apply a non- 

recumng charge for each circuit that AT&T requests to convert from a wholesale service to UNE 

or UNE combination, as well as other fees not contemplated by the TRO (e.g. “retag fees”). For 

example, Venzon’s amendment would require AT&T to reimburse Verizon for the entire cost of 

an audit where an auditor finds that AT&T failed to comply with the service eligibility criteria 

for any DS1 circuit. In addition, Verizon argues that each of the specific types of commingling 

arrangements set out in the TRO need to be repeated in the interconnection agreement. AT&T 

submits that a reference to the FCC’s Rule 5 1.3 18 is sufficient. 

-4ccording to the TRO, commingling and conversion must be permitted by Verizon upon 

the TRO’s effective date so long as the requesting carrier certifies that i t  has met certain 

eligibility criteria? In light of this new rule. ,4T&T has proposed amendment to the ICA to 

make clear that ( I )  as of October 2, 2003, Venzon is required to provide commingling and 

conversions unencumbered by additional processes or requirements (e.g., requests for unessential 

information) not specified in TR0;” (2) AT&T is required to self-certify its compliance with any 

applicable eligibility criteria for high capacity EELS (and may do so by written or electronic 

request) and to permit an annual audit by Verizon to confirm its compliance;48 (3) Verizon’s 

performance in connection with commingled facilities must be subject to the interconnection 

I d , T  589; Rule 51.318. 16 

47 Id., 7 586, 588, 623-624. 
I d ,  v’I[ 623-624. 4a 
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agreement’s standard provisioning intervals and performance measures;49 and (4) there will be 

no charges for con\.srsion fiom wholesale to UNEs or UNE  combination^.^^ 

As Exhibit I s h o w .  AT&T asserts objections to much of the language in Section 3.6 arid 

proposes language that is consistent with and faithhl to the terms of the TRO. As such, AT&T’s 

proposals regarding section 3.6 and its subsections should be adopted. 

X. ROUTINE NETWORK MODIFICATIONS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.7) 

The TRO requires ILECs to make routine network modifications to unbundled 

transmission facilities used by requesting camers where the requested transmission facility has 

already been constructed.” “Routine network modifications” include “those activities that 

incumbent LECs regularly undertake for their own customers.??S2 Examples of such necessary 

loop modi fications include “rearrangement or splicing of cable; adding a doubler or repeater; 

adding an equipment case: adding a smart jack; installing a repeater shelf; adding a line card; and 

deploying a new multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing n7ultiplexer.”j3 

Verizon seeks to amend the pricing schedule to add more than a dozen rate elements for 

alleged non-recurring costs associated with routine network modifications. The TRO is quite 

clear that AT&T shall not be obligated to pay separate fees for routine network modifications to 

any UNE or LINE combination unless Verizon demonstrates that such costs are not already 

recovered from monthly recurring rates for the applicable L?SE(s) or from another cost recovery 

49 

untariffed terrmnation charges or any disconnect, re-connect fees, or charges associated with establishng a sen-ice 
for the first time, in connecbon with any conversion between a wholesale service or group of wholesale senices and 
an unbundled network element or combination of unbundled elements“) 

Id., 7 586; Rule 51.316(b). 
I d ,  7 587; Rule 5 1.3 16 (c) (“Except as agreed to by the parties, an mcumbent LEC shall not impose an!. 50 

TRO, 7 632. 51 

52  

53 
rd. 
rd , I  634. 
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mechanism.54 Verizon cannot make such a showing but instead seeks double recovery of costs. 

Ln section 3.7.2, Verizon attempts to exempt the facilities that require routine network 

modifications from the standard proiisioning intervals and the performance measures and 

remedies contained in the interconnection agreement or as otherwise determined by applicable 

law? The TRO does not support such an exemption. 

Given the clarification of “routine network modifications” in the TRO, AT&T seeks 

amendment of the interconnection agreement to reflect the requirement that Verizon make such 

routine network modifications. Verizon agrees that it must make routine network modifications 

but asserts that AT&T must pay separately for these modifications. Verizon has failed to show 

any basis for billing the nonrecurring charges that it lists in its pricing schedule and AT&T 

rejects any such charges. 

As such, Exhibit 1 reflects AT&T‘s objections to language in both sections 3.7.1. and 

3.7.2 of Verizon’s proposed amendment. AT&T’s TRO Amendment, whch reflects Verizon’s 

requirement to provide routine network modifications without any supplemental or double- 

charge by Verizon, should be adopted. 

XI. TRANSITIOYAL PROVISIONS FOR DECLASSIFIED KETWORK ELEMENTS 
(TRO AMENDMENT SECTIONS 3.8 AND 3.9 AND EXHIBIT A) 

As described above, the TRO removed Verizon’s obligation to provide AT&T with 

unbundled access to a limited set of UNEs. In those circumstances, the TRO sets out a transition 

period and process that Verizon must follow as to certain declassified nebvork elements and 

permits the parties to agree contractually to an acceptable process as to other declassified 

Id., 7 640. 
I d ,  7 639. 

5-1 

I- ii 
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network elements? AT&T has set forth in its TRO Amendment a proposed process for the 

parties to follow should Verizon seek to discontinue its provision of identified network elements 

as unbundled network elements.‘- The procedure requires Verizon to provide written notice to 

AT&T and to provide AT&T with sufficient time to request disconnection, submit a request for 

an analogous access service arrangement, submit a request for an analogous Declassified 

Network Element pursuant to the terms of AT&T’s Exhbit A (as applicable) or object that the 

declassification of the network element in question is not proper under the TRO or other 

applicable law? If a dispute arises, the parties will be entitled to seek resolution by the 

Commission. This reasonable process will permit the TRO’s required “seamless” customer 

transitions, where necessary, and avoid unnecessary or improper disruptions of service. 

Verizon prematurely proposes a transition period and a migration process for both mass 

market and entsrpriss switching. Given that there is currently a finding of impairment for mass 

market switching and that the Commission is presented with issues of migration and transition in 

its impairment and hot cut proceedings, such an amendment. if any, to the interconnection 

agreement should be considered only after those proceedings are concluded and subject to the 

Commission’s nilinss. Until that time, there has been no change in law that would warrant an 

amendment under the change in law provisions of the ICA. AT&T objects to all subsections of 

section 3.8 as set out in Exhibit 1 .  In addition, AT&T proposes a new section 3.9 to fiuther 

address these issues. 

I d . ,  7 5:’. 701 
AT&T TRO . ~ e n d m e n t  Section 3.8. 
Id.  

56 

5 7  

58 
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XII. PWCING (PRICING ATTACHMENT) 

Verizon attempts to introduce new prices into the interconnection agreement as part of its 

proposed TRO aniendnisnt. AT&T objects to section 1.2 of Verizon’s proposed amendment in 

that the pricing should be set based on mutually agreed upon rates or Commission approved 

rates. AT&T urges the Commission to reject Verizon’s pricing Exhibit A altogether. 

Additional Area Where Amendment to the ICA is Warranted 

I. HOT CUT PERFORMANCE METRICS AND REMEDIES (TRO AMENDMENT 
SECTION 3.10 AND EXHIBIT B) 

A critical basis of the FCC‘s national finding of impairment with respect to mass market 

switching is the poor performance and high cost of “hot cuts” - the process required to migrate 

customers from Verizon’s switch to a CLEC’s switch when the CLEC uses UNE-L (rather than 

LINE-P) to provide senice.- ; 3  The FCC found the existing hot cut process to be so deficient 

(across all ILECs, including Venzon), that it delegated to states the task of adopting within nine 

months a “seamless” and “low-cojt” batch hot cut process that would allow the migration of 

large numbers of customers to U3X-L service.60 

The need for a seamless batch hot cut process cannot be overstated. In the case of any 

finding of non-impairment in any market by this Commission, the FCC, or any court of 

competent jurisdiction with respect to unbundled mass market switchmg, the industry would 

likely be faced with having to migrate thousands of Florida end-users to UrUTE-L (assuming 

existing CLECs decided to continue to offer service in the absence of UNE-P.) 

In the absence of a tested and proven batch hot cut process, the potential for significant 

customer disruption is tremendous. The hot cut process (batch or otherwise) is labor intensive 

TRO 473. 59 

22 



and prone to customer outages and delays!’ If the process is not seamless, customers will be 

frustrated, CLEC reputations will be harmed, consumers will not view competitive carriers as 

viable alternatives to Verizon and, most problematic. hundreds of thousands of customers would 

experience outages or other problems with their telephone sen-ice such as misrouting of calls and 

an inability to receive or make calls. 

Absent performance metrics and remedies, Verizon has no incentive to make sure that its 

batch hot cut process operates smoothly and every incentive ?lot to perform batch hot cuts 

properly. Although consumers are harmed by poor ILEC batch hot cut performance, the ILEC 

benefits. First, Verizon would benefit because poor batch hot cut performance would harm the 

reputation of its competitors because end users would attribute problems to their service 

provider, not to Verizon. Second, every end user that Yerizon migrates to UNE-L results in a 

direct loss of revenue for Venzon. Thus, without performance measurements and remedies 

focused on the batch hot cut process, Verizon would hai-e no reason to develop, implement and 

execute batch hot cuts in a manner that would allow CLECs to compete using WE-L.  

Moreover, the potential remedies must be strong enough to provide a meaningf-ul incentive for 

Verizon to act in a nondiscriminatory manner. 

Not surprisingly, Venzon’s proposed language does not even mention amending the 

Agreement to account for the TRO’s emphasis on the batch hot cut process and the now 

increased importance of hot cuts generally. In contrast. AIT&T’s TRO Amendment Section 3.10 

(contmued ...) 

TRO 17 468-69; 487-88. 60 

6 1  It is for t h s  very reason that AT&T does not belie\ e any manual batch hot cut process can satisfy the 
requlrements set forth in the TRO. Nevertheless, ATBLT has proposed the memcs and associated remedies because 

(continued ...) 
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identifies key areas that metrics must address, an annually-capped dollar amount for remedies 

that should motivate Verizon to meet the standards in the metrics and a process and timeline for 

dewloping the details of the changes to the metrics and remedies plan. Most importantly, 

ATkT’s proposed language guarantees continued availability of unbundled mass market 

switching under the terms of the Agreement until such time as performance metrics and remedies 

are adopted and implemented with stable performance. This is the only way to be sure that 

Verizon does not delay metrics and remedies implementation and is the only way to protect the 

millions of consumers that might have to be migrated to UNE-L. Therefore, Section 3.10 of 

AT&T’s TRO amendment should be adopted. 

Conchsion 

AT&T respectfully requests the Commission to reject Verizon’s proposed TRO 

amendment and to adopt AT&T’s proposed amendment of its interconnection agreement with 

Verizon. 
i 

AT&T Cdmmunications of the Southern 
States, LLC 
101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(‘850) 425-6360 

(cuntmued.. .) 

a batch hot cut process is an important element of any competitive local telecommunications environment and may 
be the primary tool available to migrate customers to UNE-L depending on h s  C o m s s i o n ’ s  future rulings. 
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AT&T EXHIBIT 1 
Page 1 of 42 

AMENDMENT NO. - 
to the 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

between 

[VERIZON LEGAL ENTITY] 

and - 
&T Com-tions of the Southern S t u  . .  

This Amendment No. [NUMBER] (the “Amendment”) is made by and between Verizon Florida, 
IncjJEGALFhlTLW (“Verizon”), a [STATE C F F  

C0”unlcatlons of the Southern s u  (*‘***CLEC , “ , c w m  T z -  
& e m & b n e f f e c t i v e  

“Amendment Effective Date”).] Verizon and ***C:LEC Acronym TXT ***AT&I are hereinafter referred to 
collectively as the “Parties” and individually as a “Party”. This Amendment covers services in Verizon’s 
service territory in the f S t a t c 4 C  of wTEiC-L*,LTH $4#%4€ OF 

TF and [F’JLL SLEC E AT&I 
***A-r&-rl’), and shall be 

n (the 

. .  

X - W F l o r i d a  (the ‘‘State- I , ) .  

WITNESSETH: 

b i a k - - W F F c T T  
I t-1Ib.n. 

WHEREAS, Verizon and ***CLEC ,4wwp TXT **‘AT&T are Parties to an Interim 

Public Service Commission in Order No. PSC-00-1776, dated p - b S E + € S e D t e m b e r  78, 2ooo 

~ 

I Interconnection Agreement which incoroorates the original aqreement entered into by AT&T and GTE 
Florida, Inc. under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 approved by the Florida 

(the I’ Agreement”); and] 
I 

WHEREAS, the Federal Communications Commission (the “FCC”) released an order on August 
21, 2003 in CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, and 98-147 (the “Triennial Review Order” or “TRO”), which 
became effective as of October 2, 2003; and 



WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 252(a)(l) of the Act, the Parties wish to amend the Agreement 
in order to give contractual effect to the provisions of the TRO; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual agreements set forth herein, 
the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as follows: 

1. The Parties agree that the Agreement should be amended by the addition of the rates, 
terms and conditions set forth in the annexedTR0 Attachment and #e P r r w  

“TRO Attachment-3. The TRO Attachment to4he-u exfubits thereto ! 

provision of- a Verizon tariff or a Veriron Statement of Generally 
Available Terms and Conditions (“SGAT”). 

. .  
D r W n  F v h l h l t s h a l l  apply notwithstanding any other 

2. Conflict between this Amendment and the Aqreement. This Amendment shall be 
deemed to revise the terms and provisions of the Agreement to the extent necessary to 
give effect to the terms and provisions of this Amendment. In the event of a conflict 
between the terms and provisions of this Amendment and the terms and provisions of 
the Agreement this Amendment shall govern, provided, however, that the fact that a 
term or provision appears in this Amendment but not in the Agreement, or in the 
Agreement but not in this Amendment, shall not be interpreted as, or deemed grounds 
for finding, a conflict for purposes of this Section 2. 

3. Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of 
which when so executed and delivered shall be an original and all of which together 
shall constitute one and the same instrument. 

4 .  Captions. The Parties acknowledge that the captions in this Amendment have been 
inserted solely for convenience of reference and in no way define or limit the scope or 
substance of any term or provision of this Amendment. 

5 Scope of Amendment. This Amendment shall amend, modify and revise the Agreement 
only to the extent set forth expressly in Section 1 of this Amendment. As used herein, 
the Agreement, as revised and supplemented by this Amendment, shall be referred to 
as the “Amended Agreement.” Nothing in this Amendment shall be deemed to amend 
or extend the term of the Agreement, or to affect the right of a Party to exercise any right 
of termination it may have under the Agreement. 

6. Stay or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any contrary provision in the Agreement, 
this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement, this 
Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shall limit WxtmwWwr Party 3 right to 
appeal, seek reconsideration of or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or 
invalidated any order, rule, regulation, decision, ordinance or statute issued by the 
[-ate Commission T-1, the FCC, any court or any other governmental authority 
related to, concerning or that may affect Wwzweither Party ’ s m t s  or obligations 
under the Agreement, this Amendment, any Verizon tariff or SGAT, or Applicable Law. 
The Parties acknowledge that 2 
the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit (the “D.C. 
Circuit”kjssued a decision v a c m  * a n d a  

pati- other 1 
A 

2 u  stayed 7 

. .  
n r  f- 

W Y  certam . .  
n r  1-17 n r  f- I t- 

;~,-,Ti6~un . 1- 

nn 
. .  and 

remand. Should the D.C. Circuit’ 

2 



effectha or the United States Supreme Court isme a stav of aay or all of the TRO's 
prov is im:  or reverse any or all of the TRO's provisions, m a n y  terms and conditions 
of this Amendment that relate to the stayed cueversed provisions shall be v&a-bk? 

the 4la"at &w&cbiect to anv c w e  in kw provisions Qf . .  

SIGNATURE PAGE 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be executed as of the 
Amendment Effective Date. 

By: By: 

3 



Printed: 

Title. 

Printed: 

Title: 

Date: Date: 
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TRO Attachment 

1. General Conditions 

1.1 

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this qmendment, or any Verizon 
tariff or SGAT: (a) Verizon shall be obligated to provide aczzss to unbundled Network 
Elements ("UNEs"), combinations of unbundled Network Eieqents ("Combinations"), or 
UNEs commingled with wholesale services ("Commingling' to ***CLEC ,kixmjw 
E A T b T  under the terms of this Amended Agreement cnly to the extent required by 
W 7  U.S.C. § 2 5 7 ( c ) ( 3 w ,  47 C.F.R. Part W 5 1  or other Ap- and, (b) 
Verizon may deciine to provide access to U NEs, Combinatms, or Commingling to 

Combinations, or Commingling is not required by I3~th-47 U S.C. 5 251 ( c ) ( 3 ) 4 , 4 7  
C.F.R. Part 54-51 or other -le Law. 

V L L W  I \" fwy%-TXT*** AT&T to the extent that provisto- of access to such UNEs, ++*PI E r  A 

***(-.I Y L L Y  r p  I k w y w T - X T * * * A m  may use a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling only 

UNE, Combination, or Commingling to -€~FQ-+CG * - **'AT&T. 
for tksepurposes W a re those for whtm Verizon is required by 47 
U.S C. 3 251 (c)(3)&, 47 C.F.R. Part 54.51 ~ or other -le U to provide such 

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon 
tariff or SGAT, to the extent Verizon is required by a change in Applicable Law to 
provide to ***CLES ,-XT ***AT&T pursuant to 47 L; S.C. 5 25'I(c)(3)+~4,47 
C.F.R. Part 5451; or other -le & a UNE, 2 Con-Ztnation, or Commingling that 

the Amendment Effective Date, the rates, terms, conditions 'or such UNE, Combination, 
or Commingling shall be T - H ,  _-  cr I i r t w e c t  t~ the 

wtWg4ythe f % # e s m .  

**'AT&T as of IS not offered under the Amended Agreement to ***CLEC I ' A  x y m  TXT 

e in law provrsiow \ I  
. .  of v c -  tzi-w&-x !??-Ed H=l 

Verizon reserves the right to argue in any proceeding before the -Commission 
-1, the FCC or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an item 
identified in the Agreement or this Amendment as a Networq Element (a) is not a 
Network Element under 47 U.S.C. 3 251(c)(3) or other Ap- , (b) is not a 
Network Element Verizon is required by 47 U S.C. 5 251 ( c  I 3) or other A p w b l e  h 
to provide to """CLEC ,"-ym TXT ***AT&T, QF=(C) is a- item that Verizon is not 
required to offer to "'CLEC ,FeffyRt TXT ***AT&T at the rztes set forth in the Amended 
Agreement. AT&T reserveme r i m  to araue in procema bdore the . .  . .  smn+ the FCC or a n m e r  gave-- 

le & fbl is a Network E l e m t  Ver i7~n  is required to provide bv 47 

. .  . m not IdenttfJed ~1 the InAmendment, or apv V e r w  
or SGAT (a) IS a NetworkUement under 47 M.S.C. Sec. 25l(c?!3! or othec 

U.S.C. set. 2 5 1 ! c M m w  to AT&T, or !c! is an item that 
red to offer to AT&T at the rates set forth in the Amended 

Aareement. 
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Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Veriron tariff or SGAT, the 
following terms, as used in the Amended Agreement, shall have the meanings set forth below: 

laws: rules and re- but not hmlxxj to, the Act, effective . .  
. .  

a d  the C o m i s m n , m d A l  

2.1 Call-Related Databases. 

Databases, other than operations support systems, that are used in signaling networks 
for billing and collection, or the transmission, routing, or other provision of a 
telecommunications service. Call-related databases include, but are not limited to, the 
calling name database, 91 1 database, E91 1 database, line information database, toll 
free calling database, advanced intelligent network databases, and downstream number 
portability databases. 

2.2 Dark Fiber Transport. 

An unactivated optical transmission facility within a LATA, wtthout attached multiplexing, 

, that is 
aggregation or other electronics, between Verizon switches 7 LERW 
OF wire centers ( i n c l u m  Veri-ties located at AT&T’s @ w i s e s )  
provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)-~&~ 47 C.F.R. Part 

. . .  

or fl 

X% 2.3 Dedicated Transport. 

within a 
A €S+w€S&transmission facility between Verizon switches 7 L E w  
or wire centers, (includina Verizon facwres k m t e d  at ATbT’s premise&- 
LATA, that is dedicated to a particular end user or carrier and that Is provided on an 
unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 2 5 t ( c ) ( 3 w ,  47 C.F.R. Part S Z h t d h f ~  

. . .  

W-&L.DSI  Dedicated Transport. 

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of I .544 Mbps. 

2&&DS3 Dedicated Transport. 

Oedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 44.736 Mbps. 

2 4 2 . 6 D S l  Loop. 

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of 1,544 Mbps digital signals that 
is provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)-adfi 47 C.F.R. Part 

6 



5441 or other -le I ayi. This loop type is more fully described in Vew%-TR 
w a I “ e  “1 standards. as revised from time to time. A DS-1 Loop 
feqtw+sj.m.h&s the electronics necessary to provide the DS-1 transmission rate. 

2 - 2 . 7 D S 3  Looo. 

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of isochronous bipolar serial 
data at a rate of 44 736 Mbps (the equivalent of 28 DS-I channels) that Is provided on 
an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. $251 (~ ) (3 )&~  47 C.F.R. Part 54-51 or 

r m J a k L a ~  This Loop type is more fully described in VermxGW 
W a D D l i c a b l e  “1 standards. as revised from time to time. A DS-3 Loop 
feq&esimludes the  electronics necessary to provide the DS-3 transmission rate. 

24-2.8Enterprise Switchinq. 

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that, if provided to ***CLEC Aazwym 
-AT&T, would be used for the purpose of serving ***CLEC ,“yR 
=AT&T’s customers using DS1 or above capacity Loops. 

W 2 . 9 F e e d  er . 

The fiber optic cable (lit or unlit) or metallic portion of a Loop between a serving wire 
center and a -feeder/distribution interface. 

23-8-2.10 FTTH Loop. 

A - n w s m a M  Loop consisting entirely of fiber optic cable, whether dark or lit, between 
the main distribution frame (or its equivalent) in ~ ~ H & U S C F ’ S  sewwg p wire center and 
the demarcation point at the end user’s customer premises. F l T H  LQQQ&~QI 
mclude suhmtermedrate fiber - c  in the - loop architectures as -I - -  - 
I‘‘Fl--rC !: fher toale node !“FTT”’!! and fiber to the burldlna !“FTTB’’!. 

. .  - -  I - -  - 9 Y  - 

2 1  I Inside Wire Sublooe, 

distribution AAs set forth in FCC Rule 51.31 9&!, a Verizon-owned or controlled 
facility in Verizon’s network- FTT!-! L w p -  , between the minimum point of 
entry (“MPOE”) at a multiunit premises where an end user customer is located and the 
Demarcation Point for such f a c i l i t y f .  

Z422.12Hvbrid Loop. 

A& local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper wire or cable.- 
such intermediate fiber - -  in the - loop a r c h e s  as FTTC, FTTN, and FTTB 

7 



2-#-2,14 Line Sharinq. 

xDSL The process by which ***CLES ,--WAT&T is 
service over the same copper Loop that Verizon uses to provide voice service by 
utilizing the frequency range on the copper loop above the range that carries analog 
circuit-switched voice transmissions (the High Frequency Portion of the Loop, or 
"HFPL"). The HFPL includes the features, functions, and capabilities of the copper Loop 
that are used to establish a complete transmission path between Verizonk distribution 
frame (or its equivalent) in its Wire Center and the demarcation point at the end user's 
customer premises, and includes the high frequency portion of any inside wire (including 
any -hSKle Wire - ) owned controlled by Verizon. 

. .  *** 

2L-Z-216 Local Switchinq. 

The line-side, and trunk-side facilities associated with the line-side port, on a circuit 
switch in Verizon's network-eF, plus the features, functions, and 
capabilities of that switch, unbundled from loops and transmission facilities, including: 
(a) the line-side Port (including But not limted to the capability to connect a Loop 
termination and a switch line card, telephone number assignment, dial tone, one primary 
directory listing, pre-subscription, and access to 91 1); (b) line and line group features 

all vertical features and line blocking options thatthe (including but not h t e d  to 
switch and its associated deployed switch software are capable of providing that are 
provided to Verizon's local exchange service Customers served by that switch); (c) 

the connection of lines to lines, lines to trunks, usage (including but n o U m f &  to 
trunks to lines, and trunks to trunks); and (d) trunk features (including but r"&d 
a t h e  connection between the trunk termination and a trunk card). 

. .  

. .  

. .  
I .  

-2.1 7 Mass Market Switching. 

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon offers on an unbundled basis 
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. &2%(c+&aix~~-G F 5&Pat%s 7 5 1 ! c ! ~ ~ l  
or other 
serve '**CLEC . m , Y , T  **'AT&T's end user customers over DSO Loops. 

and that is provided to ***CLEC ,kxm-yf%TKL- *** AT%T to 

C A  tit(- *** - Any facility that Verizon was-pwdq-,, ,LEC v - d  tQ 
provide to AT&T on an unbundled basis pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff 
or SGAT-: 2,2933- ,* but w h i c h w i s e  provided in 
Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer-- to provide on 
an unbundled basis under 47 U.S.C. w ? - G G % P &  . *  51, by+e&md 
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Dedicated TranspOrt&GWe&&d&wsp&, cr x r o v i d e d  
for in S e c U ;  (b-d T r r ,  or BaFk 

DS3 I aoDsab-jasinale clustomer location; [c! nS3 
on a single Route-2 [ *** Sta4e 

r 3  317 
L. L” 

*(6a) Enterprise Switching; 
YTt**1 

- . I  J 

J (e) 9 i=CG’s 

TRC: a) any Call-Related Database, other than the 91 1 and E91 1 databases, that 
is not provisioned in connection with - 4 & X T - -  “*AT&T’s use of Verizon 
Mass Market Switching; (kh) Signaling that is not provisioned in connection with 
***pi V L L W  F p  

FT!-! L w  3 2) FT!-! L- 

Packet Switchma 

TXT***AT&T’s use of Verizon’s Mass Market Switching; and (4i)  
. .  

. .  

W2.19.Packet  Switchinq. 

The routing or forwarding of packets, frames, cells, or other data units based on address 
or other routing information contained in the packets, frames, cells or other data units, or 
the functions that are performed by the digital subscriber line access multiplexers, 
including but not limited to the ability to terminate an end-user customer’s copper Loop 
(which includes both a low-band voice channel and a high-band data channel, or solely 
a data channel); the ability to forward the voice channels, if present, to a circuit switch or 
multiple circuit switches; the ability to extract data units from the data channels on the 
Loops; and the ability to combine data units from multiple Loops onto one or more trunks 
connecting to a packet switch or packet switches. 

~ 2 2 Q - Q u a l i f v i n q  Service. 

A telecommunications service that competes with a telecommunications service that has 
been traditionally the exclusive or primary domain of the incumbent LECs, including, but 
not limited to, local exchange service, such as plain old telephone services, and access 
services, such as digital subscriber line services and high-capacity circuits. 

AFor m o s e s  of FCC Rule 51.319 (UI) thro- transmission path 
between one of Verizon’s wire centers or switches and another of Verizon’s wire centers 
or switches within a LATA. A route between two points (e.g., wire center or switch “A’ 
and wire center or switch “Z’) may pass through one or more Verizon intermediate wire 
centers or switches (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “ X ) .  Transmission paths 
between identical end points (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “A’ and Verizon wire 
center or switch “Z”) are the same “route”, irrespective of whether they pass through the 
same intermediate Verizon wire centers or switches, if any. 

~ ~ S i q  nal ing. 
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Signaling includes, but is not limited to, signaling links and signaling transfer points. 

3. 

2.27 v c&&.g.p223 S u m  for Multiunit Premises Access. 

Any portion of a LoopA+e-&m c: F T t - f  L e w -  that is technically feasible to access at a 
terminal in Verizon's outside plant at or near a multiunit premises. Wor access tQ 

Der Sub1wpsJ.i is Wtechnkafly feasible to access a= portion of a Loop 2: 

a= terminal in Verizon's outside plant-&, or L j n s i d e  wire 
owned or controlled by Verizon: as Ion- a technician 

W e r  of the d4esUhlQop; providect_hpwever,mr R e m  TerminaLsites, 
" a w g n e e d  not remove a splice case to -access the wwg+&h - 
a. 

. .  on s i t e - w i f i c  r e c  to a SUUQQJUI 

The -portion of a Loop in Verizon's network that is between the " - p i n t  of 

Lm.uUany t e r m 1  In Verizon s outside D l a n t . ~ W l e f i  
feededdistribution interface. It is technically feasible to =cess m i o n  of a 

b-n as lw as a t e c h n l c l a n n e e d e m o v e  a sDlice_case to access the 
wire or comer of t h e . ~ u ~ ~ & ~ s L  however! near W o t e  T " d a k s  
Verizon shall.uDon site-specific request by AT&T, provideaccess to a Subloor,& 
z!AB.&b 

arcation at an end user customer premises and Verizon's 

. .  - 9  . .  
. .  

. .  

2-2&2.25Ta n dem Switch i nq . 

The trunk-connect facilities on a Verizon circuit switch that functions as a tandem switch, 
plus the functions that are centralized in that switch, including the basic switching 
function of connecting trunks to trunks, unbundled from and not contiguous with loops 
and transmission facilities. Tandem Switching creates a temporary transmission Fath 
between interoffice trunks that are interconnected at a Verizon tandem switch for fie 
purpose of routing a call. A tandem switch does not provide basic functions such as dial 
tone service. 

UNE TRO Provisions 

3.1 Loops. 

Hi-Cap LOOPS. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or a 
Verizon tariff or SGAT-md s u e c t  to the-p,rovisions 

. .  3.1 . l  

SectiQn 3.8,below, as of the AmeabmentFffe~ve Date: 

3.1 1.1 DS1 Loops. Upon ***CLEC ,% TXT ** * A T H ' s  written 

with nondiscriminatory access to a DS1 Loop on an unburdled 
basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance with, but 
only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)a&, 47 
C.F.R. Part 

request, Verizon shall provide '**CLE!: , % x m y ~  TXT ***m 

3.1.1.2 DS3 Loops. Upon - 4 F r 4 T Y T -  ***AT&T's written 

with nondiscriminatory access to a DS3 Loop on an unburdled 
basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance with. but 

request, Verizon shall provide ***CI,€C ,Aaxsy~ TXT ""&I 

10 



only to the  extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 5 251 (c)(3)4&, 47 
C.F.R. Part SL51 or other -le Law. 

3.1.1.2.1 Cap on DS3 Loops. ***CCEC ,%xmym TXT ***h 
may obtain on an unbundled basis a maximum of two 
(2) DS-3 Loops &at any 
single end user location A J + L Q Q Q  

T Y T t + *  -) I Icy 
I .  I UI  

w 

3 1.2 F T H  Loops 

3.1.2.1 New Builds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, "'CLEC A6feq-w 
G A T & T  shall not be entitled to obtain nondrscrrmlnatorv 
access to a FTTH Loop -n an 
unbundled basis where Verizon has deployed such a Loop to an 
end user's customer premises that previously washas n o t h e n  
served by any Verizon Loop. 

. . .  

3.1.2.2 Overbuilds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, "'CLEC ,%xmym 
s a n d  s u e c t  to the conditions in u s  Se- 
AT&T shall not be entitled to obtain nnndlscrlmlnatorv access 
to a FTTH Loop r n  an unbundled basis 
wkerewhm Verizon has deployed thesuch s&je&a Loop 
parallel to, or in replacement of, an existing copper Loop; 

. .  
. . .  

m f a c i l r t v ,  -exceDt t h a t t  

c F.R PZr! 51. ? c y 2  ***r J E p p  *** 

. .  . .  3.1.2.3 n s h a J h "  thews cOpper I ODD connected 
customer p r e w s  after de-he F l T H  

11 



. . .  Drovide non-ccess 
OD on an -ss V e w n  retires the 

ant to t haknns  of thrs Secbon 3 .12  

characteristics of anyloop interface, Inc 

!f Verizon " t a n s  the ezuslm~ cower  I ooD p u ~ ~  . .  . .  xL2A 
need not incur anvexeenses tQ 

per I o w  renzainsl;apable d . .  s prior to receiving a request for access 
to Section 3.1A3: in whi- . .  

restore the copper LOOD to s e m i c e C  
6 

u d u a l h e  

zL&z For retirement of copper I oops or cooper Sublows W" 
ed with F l l H  1 oops, V e r w A a  file W c e  of such 

s with the FCC and AT&T at least 180 calendar 
s before the DroDosed retirementdate. If the FCC 

proves the Promsed ret1rement.d if W o s e d  
retirement also meets m& all the requrremertlts of the 

per Loops, 
Veriron may proceed with the retirement consistent wilh 

n 3.1.2.5 above. Wi thst "Q the above: V e r w  
er I ooD or cwper S u b l o o m  

the t i m e r e  is apending Coms ionpraceed iae tha t  

ement of copper I O Q ~ O  m v  to the re t~re"h2 . f  - . I  

. .  retrrement_rules. Th- for the 

3.1.2.8 

AT&T at least 180 c a l e n d a r s  before 

AT&T s prior approvat I '  

12 



le r e a u i " t s  of this Section 3.1.2 shalLh 

2 

3.1.3 Hybrid Loops Generally. 

3.1.3.1 Packet Switching. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, ***CLEC Awxy-t# 
- m d  subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below 
AT&T shall not be entitled to obtain access to the Packet 
Switching Capability of any Hybrid Loop on an unbundled basis 

- .  

3 1.3.2 Broadband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of €%bbc: 2, 
*tteAmendment_Effective Date, when '**CLLEC 
S A T & T  seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the provision of 
"broadband services," as such term is defined by the FCC, then 
in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 
§ 251 (c)(3)-zmd, 47 C.F.R. Part s 5 1  or other AD- 
Verizon shall provide * * * C L G w ! - ! ?  TXT ***AT&'I: with access 
under the Amended Agreement to the time division multiplexing 
features, functions, and capabilities of that Hybrid Loop, including 
DSI or DS3 capacity+W-&y where impairment has been found 
to exist), on an unbundled basis, to establish a complete 
transmission path between the main distribution frame (or 
equivalent) in the end user's serving wire center and the end 
user's customer premises. This access shall inctude access to all 
features, functions, and capabilities of the Hybrid Loop that are 
not used to transmit packetized information. 

3.1 -3.3 Narrowband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of €kt&cr 2, 
*the m e c t i v e  Date, when ***CLEC ASF~RY#, 
Ski seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the provision to 
its customer of "narrowband services," as such term is defined by 
the FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the extent required 
by, 47 U.S.C. § 2 5 1 ( c ) ( 3 p ,  47 C.F.R. Part -51 or other 

nondlscrlmlnatorv access under the Amended Agreement to a 
spare home-run copper Loop serving that customer on an 

' , (b) provide unbundled basis, or K1 '4- 
non&scn",tory access under the Amended Agreement, on 
an unbundled basis, to a voice-grade transmission path- 

frame (or equivalent) in the end user's sewing wire center and 
the end user's customer premises, using time division 
multiplexing technology. 

licable Law. Verizon shall either (a) provide . . .  

- 1  

. . .  

ent to DSO capacity) between the main distribution 

3.1.3.4 Feeder. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or 
any Verizon tariff or SGAT, ~E+KW&XY 2 ,  2503, 

belowas of the Amendment Effective Dater AT&T shall not be 
entitled to obtain access to the Feeder portion of a Loop on an 
unbundled, standalone basis. 

***pi 
. .  -LC 

s u e c t  to t h e i s i o n s  of Section 3.8 
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3.1.4 IDLC Hybrid Loops. 

Hybrid 1 ougs. If AT&T requests, in order to provide narrovAand 
services, unbundling of a 2 wire analog or 4 wire analog Loop cuFently 
provisioned via Integrated Digital Loop Carrier (over a Hybrid Loop), 

I l C P  R 7 F ; ' P  
v V . V  I" ' V  

provide 
-T***AT&T unbundled access to a kep6a@b4t-w% 

a spare copDer f w t v  or t h w  the a v a m  
path over Hybrid k w p L o o o - ~ . b v l n l  C systems: whichshall 

Universal DI C sv&ms. If nemer of the a f o m t i o n e d  
ns IS a v _ W e ?  Verizgn SW provide ATILT a t e m  

.. . .. 

method of unbundled access, 
\ /L . ***PI 3 1 A r 1  w VL 

3.1.5 

rv access to dark fiber looD on an unbundled 
basis. 

LU terface Device. 
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If AT&T reguests accesslo a I o o p . N e h a c a r k l e  Device ! NLR.4 - 44 I I  

. .  
0- be Drovided w- no 
estdbemcluded.  

3.2 Line Sharinq. 

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as 
of n r t n h a r 3 e  Amendment Effective Date: 

3.2.1 Line Sharing. 

3.2.1 .I New Line Sharinq. Verizon shall 1 
provision new Line Sharing arrangements 

nt PT r S - i 7 Y  n v  

Verizon shall 
w i n  
C.F.R. Part w51 or other 
provide new Line Sharing arrangements on a transitional basis 
pursuant to rates, terms, and conditions 

T C  prescribed 
- m e  FCC in 5 A - 3 1 9 ! W -  

3.2.1.2 Grandfathered Line Sharinq. Any existing Line Sharing 
arrangement over a copper Loop or 
with an end user customer of * * * C E C  ~ ~ X T  ***AT&T will 
be grandfathered at existing rates, provided -wp 
S A T & t T  began providing xDSL service to that end user 
customer using Line Sharing over that Loop or Sub- -- prior to October 2, 2003, and only so long as 

TXT***AT&T has not ceased providing xDSL 
service to that end user customer at the same location over that 
Loop or %&-Subloop. 

in place 

Verizon shall provisiQnl ine S p p e r  the 
e e " L p u r s u M t  to ADpka.ble I aw. VerUon shaUnabk 

AT&T to e- in line s-usinsasgAi.itter co- 
the Central Office. 

. .  . .  

. .  . .  

AT&T may, at its oDtU&dm the I SR process to order line . .  



3-1 . .  . e Condiboning, 

Verizon s-condltlon a coDper loop, at no cost, where AT&T 
s-er loop, the higb fregyencygortion of a 

Der loop, or a copper Subloop to emure tM the copper l o o u  
Der Subloop is suitable for prow-scriber llne 

services, tnchdmg-those provided over th- frequency wrhm 
offers advanced services to t h w d - u s e r  customer on 

. .  

. .  . .  

er Subloot>, whether or not Verrzon 

1 

Insofar as &E technically feasible, Verizon shall test and rep& 
les for al l  -rea, fmctio-d c w e s  of 

. .  
. . .  

d cQpper liDes, and may not restrir;tltstestinato_voice . .  

here AT&T seeks access to the high frequencv-n of a 
er loop or cower Subloop and Veriron clams that 

con-t loop or Subloop will slarufrcantlv dewade? as 
defined in Section 51.233 of the FCC's d e s ,  the voiceband 
Services that VerizPIl is currently providrng over that loo!, ot 
Sublw- 

. .  . . . . I  

. .  

la1 ' ocate another copper loop or r=ower SublooD fhat,bas 
en or can be coaditioned, Yeruon s voice- service - 1  _ _  

to that loop or SubiooD,rovide AT&T with access to the high 
uency pprtion of that a a t a t l v e  I Q ~  or Subloop: or 

. .  * .  e a showma to the Convnrssion that the original 
per loop or w..pper Subloo-ed without . .  

co-pDer looD or cower Subloop 

shanna. 
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I d T e a  

. * .  on a nondrscrimrnatPry bwlsz 
test access points to AT&T at the sPlit.ter, throuah a cross- 
conmxtmn to AT&T's c o l l o c a w  space, or through a s- 
interface, such as an intermedrate drs-tion f w e  or a test 
access server: for the w s e  of tes- and 

er l o o w d  copper Suhlneps, 

. .  . 
- . .  

. -  

loop . As of Q&&er2, 2 U  4!E 
Amendment Effective Date. all provisions in the Agreement governing ***CLEC 

hereby deleted and replaced M~.J this Section 3-343,,J which shall supersede any 
other pwstmprovisiom in the Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SGAT in effect 
prior to Q&Am 2 2W3 L'- ***(-I u L ~ c  ,; *** 
/&-cxss-bthe **t & 
*, 47 U,l-Amendment 

I . ,  u -Inside Wire, House and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are T Y T * * t  -,,. 

**t 

ectrve l7ate.S-C Ej 252@@)ad 4 ?  C F p, P a  

defined bebw)  is a 
~ort lon of a c o w e r  100~: or W r i d  loop, between any technicallv feasble 

by V e r i z o n , d  the end-user customer premises. A Sublosp includes;nll 
ultermedlatewces ! e . m a t e r s  and load c o w  and iruludes me 

es, functions+and c w t i e s  of the lo- A Subloor, includes two- 
wire and four-wire m a h ~  voice -de S w s  a n W o - w i r e  and four- 
ww&ubSublooDsoned for d i m s c r i b e r e  s e w e :  re-ess of 
whether the S w s  are in service or held as =res. SublooDs shall 

. . .  

. .  . .  

f-- not inzpose a u w  
e for such f m  w h e n v i d e d  as of the S- - 

? ? !  . .  1 

L U  VLLV kwRym-TXT***3.3.2 +* ***pi F p  

An accessible t e r m  IS any  owo on a s i o n  Dath, . .  . .  
d to a customer for custom-! of AT&T where t e c h w n s  can . -  

access 3 1 -! 2: tk-wes 

s t b  
facility -out removing a splice case to reach the 

c a b b w .  Access ter- located at m l v  feasible 
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I .  c. at any point that the Commission has de- . .  
proceedrna 1s t e c b = m  feasible. 

L3.3  Sub looaement  - FunctiomliQ and G e n e w e m e n &  

3.3.3.1 Subloo!, Element includes but is not W e d  to the f o l i “ g  . .  
fu nctio- 

(a! I oop C Q W a t i o n l m  Funct ionam 
Ib! 1 OW” 

. .  . 
Inside Wire SuUmp 

3.3.4 loop Element - General Requirements 

3.3.4.1 its optmn, AT&T m w  from Verizon- - on an u-sis . .  the 
e 1 o o D . d e s  the Nu2 

or myS&SublooD element 
e.. 1 ooo Concemonl- 

istr- . .  . 
h i d e  Wire Subloops), or any 
c o m b w o n  of . .  

. .  
OD dements o r h m l y  

ed Subloop 
be s e m t e d  W e s s  so directed by 
ATCLT. The RFR Process shallnot 
-of- - 

I 3 If 
L I ,  -- 

as stated in 3.3.10.8. Sirabl~op 
e l e m e n t s s h a l l a v a  ila b le ***C L E-G 

m TYT** *  ch 
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3.3.4.2 Verizon s h m r o v i d e  dl $&loop e l e m e m  or Subloop 
element combinations to . .  

cr squpw%& 

loyed hy_Verizon 
- W e n t  a ~ u b ~ o o  

19 
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dl w 0 r k . t  no- and fa&wfxW 

or crass-connectmg new t e r m "  at accessible 
terminals usx i  for- . -  
No supervision or oversight of any- 

. .  . .  

. .  
- .  

P-1 be wYJ"d but Verbon may monitor the 
its own expense, provided Ver17on does not delay or 

rse i n t e r f e r e e r f w o r k r m e d  by AT&T 
or its d u l v o r i 7 e d  a- 

3.3.4.4 hen AT$T r e w s t s  connectional the VerirPn FDlISA4 
AT&T will icknhf~ the s-- 

in the V e t "  FnllSAl locaium. AT&Tt at & 
tion.,.ydl t e r m e  fachtv or request that V e r a  

the fauhty-m the exstmg accessible terminal 
v idetW-zon. If te- is not 
le at 

. .  
.. 

. .  . .  
. .  . .  . .  

by AT&T+AT&T may caned 
order without murrina any charge or AT&T ma- 

the duelatdate of the order to p e r m i N & z x n m d l k  
DllSAI. Ilpgn AT&T's 

V e r w m W  . .  on work Whm 30 business dars. 

3.3.4.5 AT8T may, at LtS discre- to construct 

the s t r u c t u w k m m - n o t  ImuW 

. .  
re to connect to the SI&J.QQP element and V w o n  wdl . -  rconne- the exlstlmgVeruon struchmmnd . .  

T&T to mabe the necessxy-phvsid 

way Verimn occupies. Unless AT&T or its d u b u t h u d  
t elects to make the connectims, Verizon rmLsf 
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5 The r e d u n d a n t o n  e a 7 0  automatically SWW 
to a protection crrcultack on detection of a failure or degradatinn 
of nor-on where fechnlcallv feasible. 

- .  

3.3.7.2 I .oop C o n c e n t r a m  . .  

3.3.6.6 Verizon shalt provide AT&T r e u e  p r f o r m c e  and alarm d;lta 
associated with AT&T's traffrc, i f  and when technically f e a s u  

. .  
. .  on such data for AT&T S p e c i f i c w h e r e  b i b l e .  

e x m  Fun- s h w r o v m  e i t m  

3.3.6.7 At AT&T's option: Verizon s m r o v i d e  AT&T with real 
o initrate non service affectlna tests on the u n m i n a  device t h ~  

. .  
. . .  

provdes ' Conc"tJonl MultlDlexlna FunctionamL 

3.3.7 dace Re- 

3.3.7.1 I ooD C o g  F u n c t i o W v  shall meet the 
fpllowina intedace requirxmmirments, as a- for the 

oyed m Verrzon ' 9  s network if provided m . .  ponse to a specific AT&T re- 

3.3.7.3 If technically f e a s u  and deployed in the Verizpn netwo& at the 

lfor" Reilcore! f R - 3 D 3 . a c e  speclflcatlons to AT&l at the 

uested location: I oop Concenmonl- F m  
all provide a DSI interfac-s with the Telcordla . .  . 

servlng wire ce- 

3.3.7.4 If technically feasibte, LaoR Cone- 
rlv Rellcorel TR-08 

3.3.7.5 All equipment f u r m e d  to ATBT by Ver i7~n shall deliver 

A 7  PIIQJ+,@ &I 11: . .  
interfaces in accordance with: 

I "  

*** th 88 desien . .  . ecificatrans as deployed in the Verlron network. 

3.3.7.6 Verizon shall supDort functions a s s o c i a d  wUrovls lon ln6L,  
OD elements, in a 

d de"&& w m p h - t c e  by 
d p e r f o r m c e  results, 

s to 

. .  . 

L .  . 
P r o v l s l o n l n n . c e  and teswa funct"l for " m k  . .  . .  ements to which I OOD D i s W o n  is c m  

L3.8 Lmp-DistributionS&-Lap F) 
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3.3.8.1 The 1 ow Distribution 1 

t k -#bb  
2 A- I I /&+ 

of demarcatron on the cushner premises andsbd includeallfarzl=.~~ . .  

3.3.8.2 The I o o m u t i o n  Suhlpop mav be provided u s h  c o w  
! or fiber optic cable. Where more than m e  

medm IS a v a M k M w e e n  tw- the m e w e d  shall be the 

If a cofnlunation thatincludes two or more of these medmexis& 
Yerizon shall not preclude ATlLT fromusingAmse facrlltles. 
Verizon wlLprovide access to I OOD Disf,&ution Subloops even if 
Verizon is tlQf currently e m v i n a  the c o m t o r / m t v  for its 
own use such a s  when spare c o m a l f  

. . .  

. .  

. .  
. . .  

. .  . 
. .  

. .  . .  u e s W  by AT&T, V e r m  will identifv wheaer load COIL- 
s or a n y o t h e r m a r e a t t a c h e d  to the conper dis- 

loop If requested hv AT&T, Verizpn will remove such it- 
d AT&T will rermburse Veri7on for such work based on time an$ 

s set forth in this Amended Agreement- 

. .  . 
limit the transmssion c c g e s  of the . .  . .  ... 

. .  

wt??, 
C F R W 5 1  

e V e d  by 47 L'.s c 5 25%&@+mW7 
. .  

8.3 In the case of Verhn f a c i b  serving a s m e  uw ins- 
a slngle res-re husinesw i o c m  dis- 
v conssts of all such f am ies  Drovi- con- 
en tbe end user's  DO^ of de- inclu-int of 

sed at -v f e v  

. . .  . .  
. .  . 

. . .  . .  . .  
* .  

tion! and the E 

be furnished to AT&T depending 
on the location at wbj& AT&T intends to intercomect its fac- . . .  

ed in 3.3.9 below. 
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levels 

3.3.8.6 The I oo-ution Subloop elem- be c m  

the Da'ticular d i s t r w o n  f a W  used, amishaU suport 

. .  . 
. .  it IS t e c h m v  feasible to carry on 

. . I  . .  

e as when the 
s e w v e d  bv Verlzon. 

3.3.9 vironments ! MTEs) 

L3.9.1 Inside Wire Subloop 
The h i d e  Wire Subloop network element, as set fort&in F C C W  
Caw&&# Rule & 

feasible to access at a&tmnaJ in V e m n  s outside . 9  . .  

3.3.9.2 Inside Wre  Suhloop UNEs must be made available m n v  caDacitv level or 

3.3.9.3 Accessterminals may be located at  t echnkdv  feasible p o i n k m h d h g  
but wt Iimled to those at.: or an the custnrner premises,such as the 
pole or DedestaL the N1D-t of e n m  to the cus- 

feederldistrlblltion interface. 

* .  

. .  
. .  

e pant of rn te rconnec t iom/o r  the . .  . . 

3.3.9.4 e Wire S- C o w a t i m a v  ~nclude: 

3.3.9.5 1 oop Distrlbutlon Subloops, described in3.3.8 m e c a a a  
ed when A T & w a o n  owned facllrtv f r a a  terminal block 

on the cust0m-U to a"a-r 

. .  . 
. .  

t of d e r r " l j o n  within a Multi-Unit P r o m  . .  . .  

3.3.9.6 Inside Wire S u b . ! .  be pr-c 
y feasrble accesslble 
. Unless o t h e t w k  
be the d e n "  
Verizon to the 

Qwner or customer. The other end of the Inside Wire Suhlanp shall be at 
include a cross connection h v i c e ( s 7 v  f e a m o i n t  

Chosen by AT&T which provides access to cus-e property.. . .  . .  at or in close -itv to the buildLng t e r m  
to cross c o n n e e t t  to the Inside Wire 

the customer. 

3.3.9.7 Inside Wire Subloops r ~ . v , ! i i n t o ~ h o r i z o n t a l  
. .  

v be accessed by A T U  t h r w  tec-v feasible 
access- on wiring owned or cantrolled by Verbon. Such se- 

e Wire S u b m d e  available for use bv N & T  upon r-st. The 
f cwfuu.r&on soecifrc wicinuhall not ~ ~ ~ n y  

access to the wirudurrna_the neg&atmn of pr~clnrrforu&el"ts. Ordeung 

. .  

.. . .  
. .  . .  1 .  
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3.3.10 R e q u j " a &  

3.3.10.1 A T R T A  its -may connect to Verizon b i d e  Wire S w  
sts or is s- established 

3.3.1 0.2 AT&T,A its -side Wire S - w s  owned or 
by Verizon b K  

I .  . . .  
. .  - h, j"g its own terminal block in the v icmtv of the 

erizon termrnal blo& where tbe wirlng 

3.3.1 0.3 AT&T's termiad block mv be w d  w-v V e r m  enclosllre 
when s p " u s A L  

- .  

3.3.1 0.4 on may not reqrrrre AT&T to collocafe in order to access 
Jnside Wire SubloopS, 

3.3.1 0.5 Connectivw between AT&T's t-d V m o n  s - 5  . .  

v C c 2 Q M  I 

- 1  

. .  Vwzw-es V e r w n  s terminals, AT&T shall 
rlv label the wiring on those ter- as bel- to AT&T. 

AT&T shall be under no obligation to -u 

w w  identifvthe-Awteff$e$ 

. ***PI ,,EC 
m TYT w# ; . i ; ? ; ( ; ' ? . " . t ' r i r ; i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  access to *** 

c u s t m  or customer_unlt being served 
by the W-TX? ***I , 
te-- 
&kswaw&-z; -&a& ***Ct 

3.3.1 0.7 hen Verizon ne-ns nor co~&ols the w i r m b u t  . .  
d terminal blocksfor its own fa-s, AT&T may access 

wirug bv cross-mnecfiaS to wirlng 

. . .  
- .  . .  . .  

. .  even if l he  fer- w i m  an enclwure installed by 
Verb~n .  In such case. Verizon will n o w  AT&T access nor wll_rt 

ose AT&T re-ter- cross-connectionassociated witha 
c us tom e r reau est f o r se rvxefto m ATkT- ec t io n s 

. .  - .  
. .  

e in a reasonable 
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3.3.1 oil 0 Veriron shall defend+ indemnify, and otheDarise h- 
AT&T from a n y d a a s  by a bulduu owner, relatina to t h e m e  of 

Verizon ase&damtroL 

- .  
. .  Dremises wiring, where pavmentsaremade by AT&T to Verlzon 

_e use of the Intra-Premises Wiring Subloop element for which . .  

3.3.1 0.1 1 F b t  Pair Re--Verironshall not reserve the intra- 

wiring of t-tomer !the first n u l h u k  own use. The first pau: 

w n c u r r e n i l y s r o v l e  on those cum b - w f ?  
fide re-e custfmer. U n d e r o n s !  V e r b  
will offer to AI&T spare cablemthat  are in working order and 

is currently connected to - 
le to AT&T for its useunless Veriron is 

. .  

. .  
. .  

le to the end user's Dremises. 

UJl le Point of I n t e r c o n "  

3.3.1 1 .I The SPOl is a cross-connect device that-provides non- 
ory access for cross w e c t i o n s  to all Subloop 

e l e m e n k m d  to all unlts in an MTE, TheSPQJ 1s camble of 
termi-le c a n e r s  outside 
Ilremises. 

. .  
- 1  serve a particular . .  

27 



o V-n s a w o n  to provide non- . .  . . .  - 8  

access to Subkmps at any technlcallv f v  

3.3.1 1.3 Ve- c o m e  cons-" 
y (60) days from receiat of a reauest bv AT%T to construct a 

letion of the SPOI, Veriton awees it shall access 
custnmers it serves at that loc&on thr-s ter- . .  
"L 

3.3.1 1.4 1 be c o m e d  based on total e b e n t  l o w  

SPQL shall be recovered from all  carriers [includmg the portion 
d by Ver- based on the prwortional nu- of D- 

nv SPOI. The c m e s  for the 

3 
3.3.1 I .5 
overthe 

disputes arising u n m  p r o w o n .  r n c l u d i o n v  djs- . .  . .  . 

SPOI at a Dadkular MTF l o c m  shall be resolved accardingtQ 
rocess of t h m e n d e d  

Aareement. 
3.3.1 1 *6 When a SPOI is established after AT&T begins providLng service to . .  

location! it s t d . l  be at AT&T's option thatits ore- 
e re-terminated to the SPOL. AT&T may Derform 

on request and subst-- 

. .  

I charaes, Verizon will re-termate t h m  . .  

3.3.1 1.7 When the b u m  owner requests that a spol be denlov- 
also serves as the demarcation -and Y e r h n  accommodates 
the reauest+Ydzon is responsible for p r o v i m  r e a s o m  

e n o h f i c a 1  
l22mde 

. .  

. .  
. .  . 

3.3.17 D e m i o n  P o w  

3.3.1 2.1 Demarcation Point is but not 
ilv the ownerdup of the Inside Wire S - t  

from the carrier to the t".Q owner or service subscriber. 
. .  

ns where AT&T IS servin":if Ver- 
e b u m  owner to move the de- 

L I ~  the owner's MTF: to the MPOE, Verizon must sewe naked 
such n-ns to AT&T wifhm five (51 business 
date the m e r t y  owner requested that the change be unde- 

. .  

. .  . I .  

3.3.12.3 Upon co- of such nea-ions, Verirpn shall provide AT&T 
notice that an a p r e e m e n t h a s h a e n  reached and provide the 

. .  

eframe for when the d e m o n  point will be moved to the 
MPOE. 

12.4 AT&T s t W  have the o a o n  of m o v u  its service to the newly . .  
hed demarcation point or -m b u m  

owner to connect to the wiring as previously provided. If AT&T 

the Inside Wire SublooD chanaes.Mizon shall leave any pre- 

. .  . .  
. .  

oses not to use the ne- and owne" 
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in w e .  Yer- 
as of a newly established 

3.3.1 2.7 In those cases where the de-t IS atthe MPC?E,ht 
e wiring Verunn 
asis wttb respect tQ 

. .  
I .  

. I  

ort and c h u e s  for such sulloort. 

3.4.4 

but onlv to the extent required by: 47 U.S.C. 5 751!c)u3!: 47 C.F.R. Part 5 1  
or other AD- 

3.4.3 Siqnaling and Call-Related Databases. Verizon shall provide access to 
Signaling and Call-related Databases under the Amended Agreement in 
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 9 251(c)(3) 
awl, 47 C.F.R. Part SL-51 or other Apghcable Law, Spec if ical I y, 
notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or 
SGAT, as of 0 6 b k r  2,2!%&Lhe Amendment Effective D&+ Verizon shall 
provide Signaling and Call-Related Databases only in conjunction with the 
provision of Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon is otherwise 
obligated to make available to **'CLEC 
Amended Agreement; provided, however, that Verizon shall continue to 
provide nondiscriminatory access to the 91 1 and E91 1 Call-Related 
Databases in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 3 
251 ( c ) ( 3 ) 4 , 4 7  C.F.R. Part 54-51 or other Where Local 
Switching or Tandem Switching associated with a particular Signaling facility 
or Call-Related Database is or becomes a 
W D e c  lassified "m rk EJeme nt , the associated Signaling facility or 
Call-Related Database associated with that Local Switching or Tandem 
Switching facility shall also be subject to the same transitional provisions in 
Section 3.8 (except for the 91 1 and E91 1 Call-Related Databases, as noted 
above) . 

TXT **'AT&T under the 

3.5 Unbundled Interoffice Facilities. 

3.5.1 
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3.5.2 Dedicated Transport. On or after Q%h&NQ&fie Amendment Effective 
C)ate. notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon 
tariff or SGATmd subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 b e b  , and in 
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3) 
a&, 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other AD-: 

* .  

3.5.2.1 Upon ***CLEC Aw"JY& ***AT&T's written request, Verizon 
shall provide t f t r lFrwTYf **zAT&T with 
nondiscriminatory access to DS1 Dedicated Transport and DS3 
Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis pursuant to the 
Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of doubt: (a) a 
transmission facility or service between a Verizon switch or wire 
center and a switch or wire center of * * *UEC ,!kfoqw 
S A T & T  or a third party is not Dedicated Transport; &(b) a 
transmission facility or service that uses an OCn interface or a 
SONET interface is not Dedicated Transport; and (GI Dedicated 

Dort does include transport between a Veruon wire 
center or SWWS c o ~ ~ ~ c a t e d  at a 

C's premises. Notwiths-rovisions herein, 
Dedimed Transport for ~ D o s e s o f n  and 
Dedicated Transport for reciprocal a" w o s e s ,  
and the Parties oblwtions to provide s u c h a e  as set forth 
u1 the p r o v i w s  of the Agreement. Subject to the 
provisions of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no obligation to 
provide or continue providing the 

(a) and (b) above under the Agreement or the Amended 
Agreement. 

. . .  - 9  

. .  

- 9  - - 
. .  

Declassified Network Elements described in clauses . .  

3.5.2.2 Cap on Dedicated Transport. w q w 4 X L -  *"AT&T 
may obtain on an unbundled basis a maximum of twelve (12) 
OS3 Dedicated Transport circuits @Hwebe+€ 

unbundled transport is otherwise available. I"ssion &hS 
fon any single Route on which . .  

considered on a SKI& 

ed. Any circuit capacity on 
te regadless of whether any intermediate 

that Route above such twelve (1 2) circuit cap shall be considered . .  
a -DeCl-Or-. 
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,- 
m -  3.5.3 Dark Fiber Transport. On or after y 

ective Date, notwithstanding any other prov:sion of the Agreement or any 
Verizon tariff or SGAT-ct to the  visions of Section 3.8 below, 
and in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 
251 (c)(3)&* 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other -le Law: 

. .  

3.5.3.1 Upon ***CLEB&%“ TXT ***AT&T’s written request, Verizon 
shall provide ***CLEC ,-XT ***AT&T with 
nondiscriminatory access to Dark Fiber Transport on an 
unbundled basis pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the 
avoidance of doubt, Dark Fiber Transport does not include a dark 
fiber facility between (a) a Verizon switch or wire center and (b) a 
switch or wire center of * * * G E G - A 6 6  TXT ***ATILT or any 
third party, and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, 
Verizon is under no obligation to provide or continue providing 
such --ed Network Element 
under the Amended Agreement. 

. I  

3.6 Comminnlinq, Conver sions. and Combinations. 

3.6.1 Comminqlinq and Conversions ’ . Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, b&@ subject to the conditions set 
forth in the following Section 3.6.2, Verizon ~ 

ef-awmh~-- AT&T to cotnmmgle a lJNE 
Network or -CQ”ation O r  D e c l e  

Elements G! 

W s ’ ’ ) ,  with wholesale services obtained from Verizon-, 
o C O ~  wholesale services to a> or 

. -  . -  

47L‘sc $251(6@)4f3d?7CFR m 

r”\ - as 

47 U 
upon request of W x e q m - T X T  “‘AThT, perform the functions 

C ParSl-defined as set forth in FCC Rule 51.5. Verizon shall, 
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with necessary to commingle ~ 

. .  . .  
. . .  or more f w s  or send- 

no e v e n t o n  imgose ~ ~ Y B Q W  or practlcerelatlna_b 

Section 3.6122 the rates-,terms+w& and conditions- of the 
applicable 251 

wholesale services, and therates, terms and conditions o f 4 k 4 ” A d  
c n w -  . .  w l m p l v  tQ 

I 

. .  -this A ” X t .  
Amended or th&Verizon& 

L” tariff. a= aDolicahle.-v to J- J . .  or to the D e d a s s i f i l s a s t  f- 
it A to this Amended -. “Ratcheting,” as that term is . .  

defined by the FCC, shall not be required) 

. .  . 
G G  

3.6.2 Service Eligibility Criteria for Certain Combinations, Convers ions and 
Commingled Facilities and Services. 

issued by the 1 . FCC.or 
C o m s i o n  establishes differentrules or requirements. AT&T and 
Verizon 33 

for use of UNEs as set W in the TRO? inch- 
senmmdm&J@mkria e s l & h h L ~ ~  and set forth m E u k  
51.31 8: for high caDacitv ~ O O P  and transport c o m b l n a t l o n s w n  as 

ce of afly d o U ,  to the extent that co- 
restrictions awkd-wior to the TRO, such restoctronsied ta FFI s 
onlv. 

. .  . *  ed bv FCC actron. includma bW not h m i m  

. .  

. . . .  . .  
. .  

. .  
. .  I .  
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&=I To the extent the service eligibility criteria for 
FFI w l v ,  AT&T shall be permitted to self c e w  its comphmce with 
these criteria-.F R 5 5f.31E 
may elect to self certi-nt a w r m n  or electronic request sentto 
Yerizon. 
criteria for so long as w + X Y , T  "*ATAT continues to receive the 
aforementioned combined,converted. or commingled facilities andlor 
services from Verizon. The service eligibility criteria shall be applied to each 
DS1 circuit or DSI equivalent circuit. -s, or !s 

. .  

AT&T must remain in compliance with said service eligibility 

) ~ n  9 -t t h l  

-The foregoing shall apply whether the circuits in question are being 
provisioned to establish a new circuit or to convert an existing wholesale 
service, or any part thereof, to unbundled network elements. For circuits 

AT= must re- existing wasof the C-L€CA- 
certify in writing for each D S l  c i k c  30 days of #e 
ks-"%";;:ffectt~e &i;eSw&s+&Verizon s written re- 
r e - 1 9  p-ton. 

- 3  - 
. .  . 

3. There will be no charges for conversion from wholesale to lJW or lrNE 

3A 7 of UNEs for wholesale services shall be s u e c t  to all of 
the requhmmts of the -e to the p~~&hasedlof..UNEs 
and Comblnatlons, and shall include w m  the following 

=s Q s - w E t s  Pji 

. .  

. .  I . .  

~ R # o F F F I & w I ~ ~ T - G & w - Q ~ + - / ~ \ M ~ s  

3A.1 When a whdesale s e r v i c ~ & y a L b y  AT&T is replaced with IJNES, 
V e r i z o n s h a l l n o t a h y s i c W d i s c o n n e c t . t e r  or change in any 

er faskuon eaugment and facrlrties employed to provide the whalesale 
s e r v i c w  the t 2  

. . .  

Verizon shall process e w o u s l y  all cmyersions regulested by 
AT&T withoutadversely affectindl the service qual@ perceived by 
AT&T's enduser c u s t " r . C  5 25lfcH-r 2 Wwa4 

. .  
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S 4 - 2 4 U U n t i l  such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven conversion 
process in the East, conversion of access circuits to unbundled Network 
Elements will be performed manuallyjwww4, ATRT mav r e a  

s of any existmg service or Q ~ O U ~  of Services to UCEsby. 
a written or_electronic request. Except where AT&T sDeclfJcallv 

~ ~ Q M S  ts t h&Ve r izo n%$ 
and fac-oved to prnvide the wholesale service bemg 

. .  

. . .  
conversion gutdeke-krder shall be deemed to have 

&+en c o w  effective ! 

for 
-m receipt bv Verimn 

itten or electronic request from AT&T and recurringxhcharaes M t h e  wr 
cxmws+wubLEs set forth in Vervon s -le tariffs shau_apDlv as of 

TRO -ph 589. Where AI&I spectka& requests that Veri= 
r or c h m e  eq- 

holesale serylce: recurring chaLges set 

* of* 

* I  

ch date. but in a ~ v  event no e a b r  than October 2,7003 as s p e a f i e d a  . .  

ffs -le to UNEs shahgg& 
effective w o n  the 2 - s  the 

al for co-h work !in 
no event to exceed 30 dayslreaardless of whetber V e r m n h s  in fact 

a for the wholesale 
Service tbmaahlb date prior to the date on which tullmmt UNExaies 
C O M M ~ ~ C ~ S  pursuant to 4 k r i z C " I C : U s  Section. 

. .  

W 3 . 6 . 2 . 5 A l l  ASR-driven conversion requests will result in a change in circuit 
identification (circuit ID) from access to UNE or UNE to access. 

2.6 [INTENTlONAtLY D F U  

3-6&73&2.7 Once per calendar year, Verizon may,.-purswt to the terms and 
ions of t h s  sectiob obtain and pay for an independent auditor to audit 

TXT***AT&T's compliance in all material respects with the . .  service eligibility criteria applicable to EELS. Such 
nnlv to the e m n t  reason&& n e c e s m  to determim AT&l 's 

e with -le lawJIX&& the FCC sh- be glven 
(30) days w r w n  notice of a scheduled a u d i t . n y  such audit shall be 9 .  

performed in accordance with the standards established by the American 
Institute for Certified Public Accountants, and may include, at Verizon's 
discretion, the examination of a sample selected in accordance with the 
independent auditor's judgment. To the extent the independent auditor's report 
concludes that "*C:LEC . w Y & .  ***AT&T failed to comply b all material 
-with the service eligibility criteria for any DS1 or DSI  equivalent 

ction to correctthe a p p w p w k m n c o m  
circuit, then ***CLEC ,-XT 
~t~witsAT&T w i b k e  a 

reimburse Verizon for t h m  cost of the 

*+* 

true up any difference in p a y m e n t s p  
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within thirty (30) days after receiving a statement of . .  

such costs from Verizon. Should the independent auditor confirm 

eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then 
S A I K C  shalt provide to the independent auditor 
statement of y, TXT * * * A T & T ' s w  costs of complying 
with any requests of the independent auditor, and Verizon shall then reimburse 

' S - m .  a%ea&+Wafter recelvlnQ AT&T 

compliance with the service eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent 
circuit-x (18) 

TXT"*AT&T's compliance with the service 

, .  . a 

a L w ,  I e X T * * * A T & T  for its -osts within thirty (30) days ***pi FJ- h P  

. -  
TXT***AJ&T shall maintain records adequate to support its 

3.7 Routine Network Modifications. 

3.7.1 General Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 
47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)&, 47 C.F.R. Part 5+51 or other Ap-le Law. 
Verizon shall make such routine network modifications- 

nondiscrimmatom fashicm as are necessary to permit access by ***CLEC 

Transport, and Dark Fiber Transport facilities available under the Amended 
Agreement, including DS1 Loops and DSl  Dedicated Transport, and DS3 
Loops and DS3 Dedicated Transport. Where facilities are unavailable, 
Verizon Mneed not perform trenching, pull cable, construct new Loops or 
Transport or install new aerial, buried, or underground cable to provision an 
order of ***CL-X? ***AT&T. Routine network modifications 
applicable to Loops or Transport may include, but are not limited to: 
rearranging or splicing of in-place cable- ; adding an 
equipment case; adding a doubler or repeater; line co- 
m j a c k ;  installing a repeater shelf; addina a Line card, deploying a new 
multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer; accessing manholes; 

chirlg electronic and other ea- Verizon 
ches to a DSI  I ooD to )and 

deploying bucket trucks to reach aerial cable. Routine network modifications 
applicable to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not limited to, splicing 
of in-place dark fiber-; accessing manholes; deploying 
bucket trucks to reach aerial cable; ins! ;and 
routine activities, if any, needed to enabte ***CLEC , w T  * **BT&T to 
light a Dark Fiber Transport facility that it has obtained from Verizon under the 
Amended Agreement. Routine network modifications do not include the 
installation of new aerial or buried cable for a requesting telecommunications 
carrier or the pkawRtconstru ctbn o f 2  new &de-. 

. . .  in 7 3 

TXT***AT&T to the Loop (includina Dark Fiber LooDsl , Dedicated 

.. . 

. .  

. .  3.8 Transitional Provisions for w.; Fx&&esDecl&lfled Network m e n & .  

u 2 Q I  V. I -e c- .- In accordance with, but only to the extent 
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required by; 47 U.S.C. @ e ~  251(c)(3)-a&, 47 C.F.R. Part 51, or 0th- 
‘**AT&T will abide by the following transitional Law.Verizon and ***CLEC .%xmym TXT 

procedures with respect to Mast Ma-&& E- . .  
. .  

-blasslflesl-Q rk ts 
n+ c 
+ &  v 

3 8 2  Ot 4 3 . 8 - 1  With respect to any 

NetworkElements, Verizon will notify ***CLEC ~cfw,m TXT ***AT&T in writing 
as to any particular unbundled facility previously made available to “*“CLEC 

***AT&T that is or becomes a W D e c W i f i e d  
W o r k  Ekmeu,  as defined herein (“Identified Fachty”). For -S of 

2 Q I m D e c b s l f l a  . .  
V . V .  I 

. .  m , I  T Y T  1 1 . 1  

. .  . .  
I . .  nt. w c h  ldentrfied F a m s  shall hr: 

. T h e 2  
- tothe “‘rhnotice -1 include sufficient i n f o r m  

le AT&T to w4ia-t~ 
ilitv OL Facilities. Q-wmg-a 

. .  . 

. .  
n i d e n t i f v  the k “ d  Fac 

* t v  aqFees does not ~” suff~c~ent infor- 
- M y  {X) days ftclm the dak#&&-Jf the notice- . .  
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3.8.2 

2- AT&I to * .  . 

provided for in Sechon 3-5 of this A m e n d m e n t - s + s A s  
W-: OCn I ooDs; OCn transport: Dedtcated Transport- 

ch~kGkwDS3 I OQDS above two at a single custslDer location; DS3 
transnod facilities w t t h  t h h  

. .  . .  on a - m e  Route; Packet S-; I oca1 Swhhmg 

Call R e W d  Databases (except for9IhndJi911 databases) ~~ 

. .  serves c w e s  of DS1 and aboue: Fee-: and sianalmg, 

1 .  cal Swltchlna. 

For anv Packet S w l t c h l n a S u b S u b l o o D t h a t  Verizon notices as an 
Fadity: Verizon shall c o n m e  to Dr0v-v such LdlenWted 
ithout change to ATRT on a m s .  At 
ives notice from Veruon g u “ & h & . o n  3.8.1 above- no 
the end of 120 days-ftmn the date AT&T received notice, AT&T 
r request discon-wt for anahgous  access 

service: identify and request mother alternatrve service 
ect to the ptaposed declassrflcation if the ldeotrfied FacUy should not 

be declassified based on -le -fies an alternative 
ent, or am.loaous access sf”ce: or if AT&T obmts tQ 

the dedassificabon of the IdenWied facllrtu. andthe Parties c- 
to the a ” b l e  rates. terms and con- of the Identrfred 

in 60 days after AT&T’s request or obi-. either Party may submit 
a request to theXmmussion to resolve the issue. UntUhe issue is 

Parties: or d w a  the p e n d e n c m v  Comission 

. -  
. .  . .  

. .  

. .  
. .  * . . .  . .  

. .  . .  

. .  . . .  . .  
. .  . .  . .  

. .  
. .  

. .  
. . . .  

Procee-ed bv a P a m  to resohe the Issue! ve-1 "mile 
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herein. At a n v U e n  notice from Veriron 
p u r s w t  to Sect“ 3.8.1 above-@r 
from the date ATBT received such notice, AT&T shall either request 

the endsf the 120 davs 

if the Identified Facllltvsfiould not tze-d based on AudicaMe 
or analoaous 

ac- if AT&T o b w t s  to thdmdeclasslficatron of the ldentlfied 
the Parties cannotagree to the aDr>licable rates.terms and 

of the ldentrfied FacMy w W n  60 days afhx AT&T’s request 01 
P a m y  submlta r e u s t  to the Commission to resolve 

issue is resolved by the Parties or d u m a  the 
mmlSSion procee-d bv a Pady to resolve 

shallsmlmue to provide the l d e n t l f l e d y w r t h o u t  

. .  . .  . .  

. .  . 

. .  . .  
. .  

. .  . . . .  
. .  . .  

chanae. 
. .  

3.8.4 -7” ch-a=ocWd . .  . .  with the 
conveLSion or a . n u h ” U - .  and the 
conversion shall w - m g o m e r  

tion or adverse effects to service a W v .  When conversion IS tam 
us access service or analnspus Declassified Ne- 

rm such conversion on a s W ! j o n  shall 

, I  

. .  

es for such convers ia  

3.9 Further Chmaes to UnbundlihgXXhgaImns a .  

The Parties shall amend the ap- pe f f”e  . .  and remediesrovisions of the 
to. mv stdlhaye 

Effective nate to neaotlate mutuallv 
B. The . .  thirty (30) days frsm 

eeable terms that e f f e c d s e d  . .  on measures and remedres shall be -d w m  

38 



thereaftftr. Sturulrltbe Pa-ch 1 
er P-ursue resolution of -m to the 

. .  

. .  resouon p r o v i s i ~ n ~  of the Amended 

dled -Market %-der the same r a t e s . s  and . .  

. .  e as Ratch Hot Cu-e Job Hot C u t d  I n d i v i d w o t  Cut 
Performance Metrics and Remedjes have been a 1  
with stahleerformance zisaart- h " e d  meement  and in 
accordance w i t h i t  B annexed hereto or !b! the transition m m d  set 

bv the C o r " ,  the FCC or a mutt of competent WdictJon for 
dj- the unbundlina of Mass Market S W ~  

. .  . .  
. .  . .  . .  

. .  . .  
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Pricing Attachment to the TRO Amendment 

I .  General 

1.1 As used in this Attachment: 

1.1.1 “Services” means and includes any Network Element or other service, facility, 
equipment or arrangement, provided pursuant to this Amendment; and, 

1.1.2 “Charges” means the rates, fees, charges and prices for a Service. 

1.2 Charges- for Services provided under th? 

1 ) h e r e i n .  &w&e 
shall be those set forth 1 

Any addltlonal char= for a Service esta&%d 
. .  13 

%weunder this m e e m  shall be mutually agreed to by the Parties in writing. 

40 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 
Amendment Section 6- 

ISSUE 

~~ _I__-_.___-_III_ 

Contrary to the amendment 
language proposed by 
Verizon, the TRO does not 
require that the change in 
law provisions of the 
parties' interconnection 
agreements lie modified. 
Instead, the tenns of and 
processes established by 
the change in law 
provisions of the current 
in term ~mec t ion agreenieri ts 
must be maintained and not 
overridden (in whole or in 
part) by the ternis of this 
Amendment. AT&T's 
language supports this 
posit ion. 

~ _ _ _  

TRO/RU LES LANGUAGE 

-- . .~ -. .- .. 

6. Stay or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any 
contrary provision in the Agreement, this Amendment, or any 
Verizon tariff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement, 
this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shall limit 
_--___--- ci thcr I)atu~:~sYe&m~s right to appeal, seek reconsideration) of 
or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or 
invalidated any order, rule, regulation, dccisioii, ordinance or 
statute issued by the {Florida Public Scnicc C'omrniss on 

any court or any other governmental authority related to, 
concerning or that may affect o i t l w  f'at-~\-.>Ve+=I-r;tttA rightslor 
obligations under the Agreement, this Aniendment, any 
Verizon tariff or SGAT, or Applicable Law. The Parties 

cw;tppaI-iif-the United States Court of Appeals 
of Colrimbia Circuit (the "D.C. Circuit7')j 

I..C'on7inission"l >***St& ~ 3 . 3 + ~ ~ 4 ) & 4 3 & 3 ? ] ,  ---* the F C, 

. .  acknowledge that -7 I ., .( X t e - l ' K 4  

.ssue a stay of any or all of the TRO's provisions, 
I my or dl of the TRO's provisions, any temis and 

03-1 3-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSU US MArt’IU X 

electronics, between Verkon switches (iw-kk+tM&-in-h 
!A+RG-) or wire centers ( i ~ i c l u d i n ~  - Vcrizoii liicilitics located 
&l’&’I‘’s p-omiscs), that is provided on an unbundled 
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 9 251(c)(3),-+~4 47 C.F.R. Part 5 1 3  

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

at 
basis 

Amendment Section 7- - -  

2.2 

ISSUE 

-. . 

Clori~rary LO Vcrimn’s 
proposed language, the 
parties should rely upon the 
change in law provisions of 
the i r in t erco n n ec t i on 
agreements to address 
results of the state 
impairment proceedings at 
the time they occur. 
AT&T’s language supports 
this Dosition. 
Verizon’s definition of 
Dark Fiber Transport is 
overly broad, and ignores 
footnote 1 126 of the TRO. 
AT&T’s language more 
accurately reflects the TRO 
and Rules. 

TRO/RULES 

TRO footnote 1126. 

~~ 

LANGUAGE 

03-1 3-04V14 
Page 2 of 74 
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4 

wire center and equivalent) in 1 ,.", '3 r 

demarcation point at the end user's customer premises. FTT:H 
I ,oops do not include such intcrniediatc fiber-in-the-lcop 
g c h  i tccturcs as  ti bcr-to-the-curb ( b'F'17'lI'C*' ). fi bcr-to-the-no 

), a n c l  tiber-lo-tlie-buildi~i~ ( ~ ' l ~ f I ' r l ' 1 3 * * ) .  .i 1 ;'I "1-N T-  

AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

lhe 

de 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

2.3 

2.10 

ISSUE 

Verizon's definition of 
Dedicated Transport is 
overly broad and ignores 
footnote I126 of the TRO. 
AT&T's language more 
accurately reflects the TRO 
and Rules. 

To properly define FTTH 
Loops, i t  is necessary to 
clarify that they do NOT 
include such intermediate 
fiber in the loop 
architectures as fiber-to- 
the-curb (FTTC), fiber-to- 
the-node (FTTN) or fiber- 

TRO/RU I, E S 

TRO footnote 1126. 

TRO footnote 81 1 

LANGUAGE 

03-13-04V14 
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is located and the Demarcation Point for such facilityr, 
t l t a t i f t t i + l M ~ w * & e f  k 

AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

- 3.12 Hybrid Loop. 
A g  local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper 
wire or cable,; iiicludiii~ such intennediate libttr-in-the-loap 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

2.1 1 

2.12 

ISSUE 

to-the-building (FTTB)‘? 
Verizon fails to include 
such clarification. AT&T’s 
langiiage addresses these 
omissions. 

Verizon defines “House 
and Riser Cable” which is 
not a tenn that the TRO 
recognizes. AT&T’s 
language properly reflects 
the TRO term “lnside Wire 
Subloop” and accurately 
defines it  as a facility that 
is “owned or controlled” by 
Verizon. In addition, 
Veri zon ’ s amendment 
ignores the requirement 
under Rule 5 1.3 Z 9( b)( 2) 
that states that a loop sha 
be any capacity or loop 
type. Arl7&’l‘’s languagc 
addrcsses this omission. 

I 

Verizon’s proposed 
amendment fails to include 
sufficient 1 an w a g e  

‘TRO/RU I, ES 

FCC Rule 
5 1.3 19(b)(2). 

TRO footnote 832. 

IANCUAGE 

03 - 1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

2.16 (re-numbered to 
2.18 in Verizon proposed 
amendment that has been 
modified by  AT&T) 

ISSUE 

concerning what types of 
facilities are included 
within the definition of 
“Hybrid Loops”. Such 
loops include such 
intermediate fiber in the 
loop architectures as FTTC, 
FTTN and FTTB. AT&T’s 
ianguage addresses these 
o ni 1 s si0 ns . 

Contrary to Verizon’s 
proposed aniendnient, the 
definition of 
44Nonconforming Facility” 
(VZ temi)/”Declassi fied 
Network Element” (AT&T 
term) should NOT 
automatically include 
facilities that are 
subsequently found to be 
nonimpaircd by thc statc 
commission or FCC. 
Instead the parties should 
rely on the change in law 
provisions of their 
interconnect ion agrecnnen ts 

TRWRULES 

TRO 711 41 9-532 & 
700-70 1 ; Rule 
5 1.5 19(d). 

LANGUAGE 

2,18 I)ecl;issified h’etwwk -JjwcIilg!! 

Any facility that Verizon was oblisptcd to p 

pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff or 

Scctioii 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer ob 
on an unbundled basis under 47 U.S.C. @ 

it+-CkIt+C-W, but which, cxccl>t its OtiIc 

03- 1 3-04V 14 
I’agc 5 of 74 



Arl’&‘l’’S ANSWER ‘ 1 ’ 0  VEKIZON’S I’E‘Il‘l’lON FOR ‘11W AMEN DM E”’ ARBI‘I’I<ArIION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DKAITI‘ ‘1’1io 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

and direction from the state 
conimission or FCC if and 
when any additional 
findings of nonimpairment 
are niade. A n y  additional 
amendments to the 
in tercoiinection agreenien ts 
between the parties should 
be considered at that time. 
I t  is too soon to address i n  
this TRO Amendment what 
iiiiglif c x x i i t -  i t 1  stato 
i ni p ai rni e n t proceedings . 
AT&T’s language suppor 
this position. 

S 

01-1 M4V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATFUX 

2.33 
The-*= portion of a Loop in Verizon’s network that 

&I& i .:wl ,oop Di s t r ibu t ionkky-  

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

is 

2.2 1 (re-numbered to 
2.23 in Verizon proposed 
amendment that has been 
modified by AT&T) 

2.22 (re-numbered to 
2.24 in Verizon proposed 

ISSUE 

Aside from omitting certain 
important factors in its 
definition of “Subloop for 
Multiunit Premises 
Access”, Verizon’s 
proposed amendment 
converts language from the 
Rule from the affirniative 
to the negative rather than 
tracking the Rule as 
writtcn. Vcrizon also 
ignores certain 
req Lii rctnen ts. AT&T’s 
language addresses 
Verizon ’ s mi splaced 
language and omissions. 

Aside from omitting certain 
important factors in its 

TRO/RULE S 

_- _- 
TRO 7111 343-347; 
Rule 5 1.3 19(b). 

TRO 11 343-347; 
Rule 5 I .3 19(b). 

LANGUAGE 

03-13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 
amendment that has been 
modified by AT&T) 

3.1.1.3 

ISSUE 

definition of “Sub-Loop 
Distribution Facility” 
(Verizon temi) “Loop 
Di stri bu tion” ( AT&T 
tenn), Verizon also 
ignores certain 
rccluiremcn ts. AT&T’s 
language addresses t Iiese 
omissions. 

Contrary to Verizon’s 
proposed amendment, any 
delisting and transition 
period for unbundled 
Network Elements such as 
DSl Loops and DS3 Loops 
that may result from state 
impairment proceedings 
should be addressed by the 
parties at that time and in 
accordance with the change 
in law provisions of the 
parties’ interconnection 
agreenients. It is too suoii 
10 an I i c i pat c these res 11 I t  s , 
and thcr-t: is 1 1 0  basis [‘or 
incorporating terms in this 
TRO Amendment that 

TRO/RULES 

TRO I f 1  700-701. 

LANGUAGE 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.1.2.6 

3.  I .2.7 

ISSUE 

modify the change in law 
lcrriis of those 
interconnect ion 
agreements. AT&T’ s 
language supports this 
position. 

Veri zon ’ s yropo sed 
amendment fails to inc 
1 a i  g u age c oiicerii i t i  g 
noiificatioii to A&T o f  
Verizon’s proposed 

ude 

retirement of copper Loops 
and copper Subloops. 
AT&T’s language 
addrcsscs this omission. 

Verizon’s proposed 
anicnclnient f’ails to iticlucic 

TRO/RULES 

Notice to affected 
CLECs is needed to 
lcssen any disruption 
of service to 
customers (hat results 
from Verizon’s 
copper loop 
retirements. Any 
cxisting or ta-hc- 
implemented state 
guidelines must 
address this important 
matter and be fully 
ad hered to. 

TRO ‘I[y 273-284; 
K11lcs 5 1.3 1 9  (a)( 3) 

._ 

LANGUAGE 

0 3 - 1 3-04V 1 4 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.1.4.3 

ISSUE 

m~itually agreeable change 
management procedures. 
Verizon’s proposed 
language improperly states 
that pcrforniance iii 

connection with Verizon’s 
provision o f  unbundled 
Loops must NOT continue 
to be subject to standard 
provisioning intervaIs and 
to performance measures 
and remedies set forth in 
the parties’ interconnection 
agreements. There is 
nothing in the TRO and/or 
Rules that requires such a 
c l i n n g  to the parties’ 
i n t e rco nnec t i on agreements 
and to applicable law. 
AT&T has properly deleted 
Verizon’s language from 
the amendment. 

TRO/RULES 

As a service provider 
to CLEC‘s like AT&T 
who rcly on such 
service to iiieet the 
needs of their 
customers, Verizon 
must continue to 
adhere to established 
provisioning intervals 
and to performance 
standards and 
associated reined i es 
in accordance with 
the temx of the 
parties’ 
interconnection 
agreements and 
applicable law. 
Without such metrics 
and remedies, 
Verizon has no 
incentive to perform. 

LANGUAGE 

(13-1 3-04V14 
I’age 1 1  of74 
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AT&T'S ANSWER 'IO VERIZON'S YE'I'I'I'IQN FOR 'I'KO AMENDMENT AKSI'I'KA'I'ION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 

ISSUE 

The TRO Amendment 
should require Verizon to 
provide Dark Fiber Loops 
on an unbundled basis 
unless and until the state 
com 111 i s s i o n de t e m  i n es 
that CLECs are not 
impaired without access to 
SUCll  L,uops ;It LI custolllcr 
1 oca t i o ii and that 
coniniission orders a final 
transition plan. Verizon ' s 
proposed amendment fai Is 
to include such language. 
AT&T's language 
addresses this omission. 

ISSCJES MATRIX 
._ 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 7111 31 1-314. 

LANGUAGE 

07 - 1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

prtsyibgd- by the K‘C‘ in 5 1 ._i 19(a)( 1 )(i)&Y-itt 

p-icing t.uk..;. 
it se.j>i4i-i+k-i3gTet+tW tl--lltitt st1d -be 5llhjtYl lo I C ‘  ipfese&& 

ISSUES MATRIX 
~~ 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.2.1.1 

3.2(A) 

iSSUE 

Verizon inexplicably seeks 
to move to a separate 
agreement the terms and 
conditions under which it 
will provide line sharing, as 
required by FCC Rule 
5 1.319(a)( 1)(1) and other 
applicable law. There is no 
iiccd to address line sharing 
in a scparatc agrecincnt. 
The general terms and 
conditions sct forth in thc 
Agreement should govern 
line sharing and any 
changes to Verizon’s 
obligations sliould bc 
addressed through the 
amendment process. 
Verizon failed to include 
language in its proposed 
amendment addressing its 
continuing obligations to 
provide line spli - .  ting to 

~ 

TRO/RU L E S 

TRO 111 255-70; Rule 
5 1.3 1 9( a)( 1 )( i)( A)- 
(B). 

TRO 77 25 1-52; Rule 
51.319(a)(l)(ii). 

LANGUAGE 

0 7 -  1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

________ 

DRAFI’ TKO 
AMENDMENT r SECTION 

3.2(B) 

1SSUK 

AT&T. The TRO contains 
certain clarifications and 
additions to Verizon’s line 
splitting ob1 i gat ions that 
the Agreement should be 
amended to include, such 
as issues conceming 
network modifications and 
splitters. 

~~~ 

Verizon failed to include 
language in its proposed 
amendment addressing its 
con t inui rig 1 iric 
conditioning obligations to 
AT&T. The TRO contains 
certain clarifications and 
additions to Verizon’s line 
conditioning o bl igatioiis 
that the Agreement should 
bc amended to includc. 

TRO/RUI,ES 

TRO 77 268,642-44; 
Rule 5 1.3 19(a)( I ) (  iii). 

03- 13-04V 14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

0 3  - 13-04V14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRTX 

__--____1 

DRAFT r r i w  
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.2(C) 

3.3 

Verizon failed to include 
languugc in  its proposcd 
ani endnient addressing its 
co I I t I n LI i t 1 g t 1ii1 i 11 t c I 1 ai icc, 
repair and testing 
obligations to AT&T that 
the Agreement should be 
amended to include. 

Verizon's proposed 
language related to 
Subloops is too narrow and 
fails to appropriately 
address the full scope of 
Subloop issues in the TRO. 
Verizon seeks to use its 
proposed amendment to 
supercede Subloop 
language in the Agreement, 
its Tariffs and its SGAT. 

TRO/RUI,ES 

TRO 7111 252, 268; 
Rulc 5 I .3 1 ()(a)( I )( iv ) .  

TRO 7171 343-58; Rule 
5 1.3 19(b). 

1,ANGUACE 

03- 13-04V 14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBlTRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.3.1 

ISSUE 

Such i m  npproach is o i ~ l y  
appropriate if the 
Aniciidiiiciit addrcsscs thc 
tirII panoply of Subloop 
issues. Therefore, AT&T 
has provided its own 
laiiguagc for Subloops that 
is more complete and is in 
accord with the TRO. 
Verizon confuses temis 
related to Subloops. The 
TRO uses andor defines 
the terms “Subloop,” 
“Loop 
C‘onceii t rii t i on/M ~t It i p I ex i ng 
Functionality,” “Loop 
I )istril~titioii,’’ ;irid “llisidc 
Wire Subloop.” The 
Agtecnien t and 
Amendment should use 
these terms consistently. 
Verizon’s terms, including 
“Inside Wire,” “House and 
Riser” and “House and 
Riser Cable” should be 
deleted. 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 1111 343-58; Rule 
5 1.3 19(b). 

. ___ - . - 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMEN'I' 
SECTION 

ISSIJE 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RUI,ES LANGUAGE 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

~ ~ _ _ ~  _ _ _  I-- 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

C o i i  c en t r a t i o d M u  1 tip 1 ex i n,g 
Func t i on a1 it  y . AT&T ’ s 
language addresses these 
oniissioils, which are 
ncccssary in light of thc 
TRO’s Subloop 
rccl~rir-cmci~~s. 

- 

TRWKULES 

03 - 1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

~ ~ 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 
3.3.6 

ISSUE 

Verizon's proposed 
amendment fails to include 
sufficient language 
concerning the technical 
requirements for Loop 
ConcentratiodMultiplexing 
Functionality. AT&T ' s 
language addresses these 
ornissioils , which are 
necessary in light of the 
TRO's Subloop 
rey ui rements. 

LANGUAGE 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T has provided 
language that niore fully 
and accurately addresses 
the TRO's holdings with 
respect to Inside Wire 
Subloop for Multi-Tenant 
Environments, including 
connect i vi t y , co 1 location , 
ownership or control and 
ordering. Verizon's 
propc)scd laiiguagc clocs riot 

~- 

AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITR4TION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION _ _  ~. - - 

3.3.9-10 (Verizon 3.3.1)  

ISSUE TRO/RULES 

TRO 17 343-58; Rule 
5 1.3 19(b). 

LANGUAGE 

I -. . . -~ 

03- 13-04V 14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRWRULES LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBlTRATlON 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

TSSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

0 7- 1 3 -04V 1 4 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 

-. 

ISSUE TRO/RULES 

SECTION 

I 

I 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.4. I 

ISSUE 

Vcr1zon's pI-"p"S"d 
amendment improperly 
defines Enterprise 
Switching and improperly 
attempts to c t i ni in at e 
Verizon's obligation to 
provide Enterprise 
Switching as of October 2, 
2003. I t  also too narrowly 
describes the applicable 
law goveming the 
provisioning of local 
s w i t c h i n g  A T&T ' s 
co rrec t i ons address these 
issues. 

TRO/RULES 

'I'KO '1171 4 10-532; 
Rule 5 1.3 19(d). 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITTON FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

Vcr imn-s  lhcilities c o l l o c a t d  at ii ( I 1  . M ” s  prcmisx 
Not \villisttiiidinq t lie provisions licrci n, I )crf iu t cd Transp 
. ihr __ I-.>grposcs or iiitercvtineclioii iind Dedicatcd ‘l’ransport 
rcciprocal compensation p,urposcs. a id  thc Parties’ obligaticlns 
t o  providc stich. w c  as sct hrth ii-! thc appliciihlc provisions 

ISSUES MATRIX 

ort 
.:or 

of 

~ 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.5.2.1 

ISSUE 

un t i  eces sar y . 

Verizon fails to properly 
define Dedicated Transpo 
as including transport 
between a Verizon wire 
center or switch and 
Veri zon facilities 
collocated at AT&T’s 
prcr-tiiscs. Vcrizori also 
fails to clarify that 
Dcrlicatcd Transport for 
interconnection and 
rcci procal compensation 
purposes will continue to 
be treated as set forth in tl- 
Agreement. 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 711 359-4 18; 
Rule 5 1.3 19(e) 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

providing the I )ec I assiti cd .Nfix~>uqii c 11 ~ s N e w  

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

consiclcrcd o n  ii siiij$t. k u t c  regardless of’ whether 
i ii tq-ii1.d i ;it c i !!t et*coiinwti !III poi!iL? wc i n-c: I u c k d ,  Any circ 

3.5 -2.2 

any 
Jit 

3.5.2.3 

be considered a Ileclnssi ficd Nctwork I ! l c n i c . n ~ N t ~ t ~ ~  
I;ae i4 i t sr;. 

ISSUE 

Verizon fails to clearly 
define “route.” 

Verizon prematurely seeks 
to change certain of its 
obligations to provide 
Dedicated Transport. 
Veri zon ’ s Dedi cat ed 
Transport obligations that 
are pending before the 
Conini i ssion ’ s TRO 
proceedings remain 
unchanged. Any change in 
Verizon’s oblirrations as a 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

Rule 5 1.3 19(e). 

Rule 5 1.3 19(e). 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSIJES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.5.3.2 

ISSUE 

result of the Commission's 
TRO proceedings, further 
FCC action or decisions of 
courts of competent 
jurisdtction would 
constitute changes in law. 
AT&T addrcsscs this issue 
in its Section 3.9. 

Veri zo t i  prema tu re1 y seeks 
to change its obkigations to 
provide Dark Fiber 
Transport. Verizon's Dark 
Fiber Transport obligations 
remain unchanged pending 
resolution of the 
Co 1-11 111 i ss ion ' s TRO 
proceedings. Any change 
in Verizon's obligations as 
a result of the TRO 
proceedings, further FCC 
action or decisions of 
courts of competent 
jurisdiction would 
constitute changes in law. 

TRO/RULES 

Rule 5 1.3 19(a)(6). 

LANGUAGE 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION -~ ~- __i . -~ 

3.6 

3.6.1 

ISSUE 

Commingling, Conversions 
and Combinations. 
AT&T is entitled to convert 
wholesale services (e.g., 
special access facilities) to 
UNEs or UNE 
Combinations (e. g., EELS) 
and receive retroactive true 
up of the difference in 
applicable rates back to the 
later of (1 ) the effective 
date of the TRO Order 
(October 2,2003) or (2) the 
date at which a pending 
request for conversion was 
submitted. 

Veri zon must ex pedit i o us1 y 

TRO/RULES 

~~ 

TRO 717 575 - 600; 
Rule 5 1.3 18. 
TRO 7 589. 

TRO iT 588. 

LANGUAGE 

3.6.1 Commingling-- tiiicl Con vers i o 11 s . Notwithstanding &y 
other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or 
SGAT, kttt- mid subject to the conditions set fort 
following Section 0, Verizon shall permit 
co~ijul~j!l~lc: n UNE o r  Cotnbinatinn 01- I)c_cc.l~~.i 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
. 

. 
DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUES MATRIX 

ISSUE 

- ~ _ _ .  - - 

process a coriversion of 
wholesale services (e.g., 
special access facilities) to 
UNEs or UNE 
Combinations (e.g., EELs) 
upon a good faith request 
by AT&T, and may not use 
needless procedural 
requirements to delay such 
a good faith conversion 
request. 

C o ni m i t i  g 1 i n g rest ri c t i o n s , 
to the extent that such 
restrictions applied prior to 
the effective date of the 
TRO, applied only to loops 
and EELs. 

TRO 71 579. 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBI‘I’liATION 

3.6.2 Service Eligibilitv Criteria for Certain Combinatio:ns. 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.4.2.1 

ESUE 

Verizon may not impose 
nonrecurring charges 
(including, but not limited 
t 0, t enn i n at i on charges , 
disconnect and re-connect 
fces) on a circuit-by-circuit 
basis when wholesale 
services (e.g., special 
access facilities) are being 
converted to W E s  or UNE 
Combinations (e.g., EELS). 

Verizon’s perfon-nance in 
prov i si0 ni  ng, conihini iig 
and converting 
commingled facilities shall 
be subject to standard (i) 
provisioning intervals, and 
(ii) performance measures 
& remedies, contained in 
the ICAs. 

~ 

Verizon’s list of UNEs for 
which it need provide 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

TROq1 587; Rule 
51.316(c). 

TRO 11 639 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

I'lie '1'KO rrllows A'I'&'I' to 
recertify that existing 
t X I s  nicct scrvicc 
2ligibility criteria by a 
written or electronic letter. 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 
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. AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

~ 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.6.2.2 

ISSUE 

The TRO provides that 
AT&T shall not be required 
to provide unessential, 
specific infomiation to 
request a new EEL or EEL 
conversion, such as specific 
local numbers assigned to a 
DSl or DS3 circuit, the 
date each circuit was 
established i n  thc 91 l /E iOl  1 
database, or the collocation 
t e m  i nat i on connecting 

ISSUES MATRIX 
_I___--. 

TRO/RU I ,GS 

TRO 7111623-624. 

~- - . __ . . . __ . 

I A N  G U AG E 
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AT&T’S ANSWEK ‘I’O VERIZON’S YETI‘TlON FOR TI<O AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.6.2.3 

13.6.2.3A Ncw Section 
inserted by AT&T.] 

ISSUE 

facility assignment for eac: 
circuit . 

Verizon niay not impose 
nonrecurring charges 
(including, but not limited 
to, termination charges, 
disconnect and reconnect 
fees) on a circuit-by-circui 
basis when wholesale 
services (e.g., special 
access fkcilities) are being 
converted to UNEs or UNE 
Combinations (e.g., EELS) 
[See also, disputed 
language in Section 3.6.1 
for same issue.] 
‘I’hc TRO rcquircs that 
when Verizon converts 
wholesale services to 
UNEs or UNE 
combinations that Verizon 
must not physically 
disconnect, separate, alter 

~ ~~ 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 11 587;Rule 
5 1.3 16(c). 

TRO 11 586;  Rulc  
5 1.3 1 G(b). 

LANGUAGE 



AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

~~ ~ ~ - ~ 1  

3.6.2.4 

TSSIJE 

- ~- .- .. .- 

or change the t’acilities or 
equipment in any way 
unless AT&T specifically 
requests that Verizon does 
so. 

Whcre no physical 
modi fi c a t i on s to fac i 1 it i e s 
are requested, AT&T is 

~ 

TRO/RUI,ES 

TRO 71 589. 

1,ANGUAGE 

3.6.2.4 Until such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven 
conversion process in the East, conversion of access circuits to 
-I_- unbundled Network Elements will be performed manu4ly 

03-13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

I C I - I J ~ S ~  j i r i c l  cwi~jtiom-msj~f !hjs- sc~iii11, obtairi and pay for 
independcnt auditor to audit AJ&’lA+ ‘T ’LA K k 4 e m y ~ f f t  
i--XP*T’s compliance in all niaterial respects with the serv:.ce 
eligibility criteria applicable to EELS. .Such ;!~1!1~laI audit 
____ bc iriitiiitcti o n l v  to tlic extcnt rcnsorid-dy rwessary 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 
3.6.2.5 

an 

v d i  
to 

ISSUE 

and 11ic I - ‘ ( ’ ( ’  shall each bo given thirty (.30) days’ writlen 
tiolicc oi’ ;i scht.duled audit. A n y  such audit shall 

The TRO prohibits the 
imposition of per circuit 
fees, such as “retag fees,” 
when converting wholesale 
services to a UNE or U N E  
combination. 

be 

The TRO prohibits Vcrizon 
from treating conversion 
rcqwsts its a “projccL” iriicl 

thus excluding them from 
all oidcritig a i d  
prov i s ioni ng metric s . 
__I .-- -. 

Audits 
The TRO provides 
spcci fical1 y that AT&T 
shall rciinburse Verizon for 
only “the cost of the 
independent auditor” if the 
audit discloses that AT&T 
has failed to conipIy in all 
material respects with the 
service eligibility criteria. 

___ .  

TRO 11 587; Rule 
5 1.3 16(c). 

TROY1 586; Rule 
5 1.3 1 b(b). 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARUI'I'RATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

The TRO provides 
specifically that Verizon 
shall reiniburse AT&T for 
& its costs - not just "out 
of pocket" costs -- of 
complying with an audit 
should an audit find that 
AT&T was in compliance 
in ;ill niatcrial rcspccts with 
the service eligibility 
cri tcria. 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 71628. 

LANGUAGE 



AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION ~- 

ISSUE 

~~ 

Contrary to Verizon’s niore 
restrictive language, AT&T 
shall be required to cure 
nonconip 1 i ance with the 
service eligibility criteria 
through conversion to the 
appropriate service only if 
it can’t cure the 
noncom p I i an c e through 
other means. 

AT&T is not required by 
the TRO to retain records 
adequate to support its 
coni p 1 i ance with t h e 
service eligibility criteria 
for any specified period of 
tin1c ;It lc l  sllollld not 13c 

required to retain theni fbr 
longer than is dictated by 
its own docunietit retention 
g u i de 1 i 11 es . 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RU LES LANGUAGE 
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. AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AM1l:NL)MIfN‘I’ 
SECTION 

TSSUE 

Verizon ’s obligations to 
provide network 
modifications are subject to 
all applicable law, 
including 47 U.S.C. $27 I ,  
riot just 47 U.S.C 
$251(c)(3) and 47 U.S.C. 
Part 5 1, as Verizon 
suggests 1 1 1  Scctiuti 3.7. I .  

Vcrizon’s provisioning of 
Loops or Transport 
(including Dark Fiber 
Transport and Loops) for 
which routine network 
modifications are required 
shall he subject to standard 
provisioning intervals, and 
to performance measures 
and remedies contained in 
-. thc -. - - - TCA o r  as otlicrwisc ~. 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 71 639. 

~ 

LANGUAGE 

installing a repeater shelf; ~ir l~~t is ; I_l!!~cc; i t .c i r  dcployng a new 
MU 1 tip lexer or reconfigur ing an existing in111 t iplexer; accessing 
manholes; Gttxhiug 
Vcrizoii oi*diii;trily 
I-_ Loop 1i)r - ~ _ _  i ~ s  own 
reach aerial cable. Routine network modifications applicable 
to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not limited to, 

accessing manholes; deploying bucket trucks to reach aerial 
cable; .iristdJing 
any, iiceded to enable 
light a Dark Fiber Transport facility that it has obtained fiom 
Vcr-izm under thc Aniciidcd Agreetncnt. Routine network 
modifications do not include the installation 01’ new aerial or 
hiii-icd cable for a requesting teleconim~iiiicatioris carrier or the 
g) I I s I t 11c t i c )  1 I 134 H ~ M  te t 1 I o f -1 I 1 c w Ltu!L) p c  Ai 1 I e. 

II_____ 

7 .  splicing of in-place dark fiber zt e+ :EsC.iflu, t;k*c. peH+s L ?  

I 

03- 1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

F_____. 

3.8. I .  1 

3.8.1.2 

ISSUE 

determined by the 
Coni 111 i ss i o n . 
- ___ - I _ _  
Verizon * s ob1 igations to 
provide Mass Marketing 
Switching a id  Eritci-prisc 
Switching are subject to all 
applicable law, including 
47 U.S.C. $271, notjust 47 
U.S.C $251(c)(3) and 47 
U.S.C. Part 5 I ,  as Verizon 
suggests. 

Addressing a specific 
transitional period and 
migration process for Mass 
Market Switching in an 
ICA amendment is 
premature at this time 
because the Commission 
would be expected to 
provide such details in 
conncctjori with state 
impairment proceedings. 

Addressing a specific 

TRWRULES 

TRO 711[700-70 1 .  

TRO 71/700-70 1. 

LANGUAGE 

03-13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION _ _  .. 

3.8.2 

ISSUE 

transitional period and 
tnigration proccss for 
Enterprise Switching in an 
ICA amendment is 
premature at this time 
because the Commission 
would be expected provide 
such details in connection 
with state impairment 
procccriings. 

AT&T may reject 
Verizon’s notice that an 
unbundled facility will 
become a Declassified 
Network Element unless 
Verizon provides to AT&T 
written notice with 
sufficient detail to allow 
AT&T to ideiitifv the 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

03 - 13-04Vl4 
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AT6rT'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR T R O  AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

3.8.ZA - 3.8.2J3 (New 
sections inserted by 
AT&T) 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

To ensure that service to 
AT&T customers is not 
adversely affected as a 

ISSUE 

specific unbundled facility 
(or facilities) in question. 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

07-1  3-04V14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

* 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

shall be afforded 120 days 
aficr Vcrizon provides 
sufficient notice under 
Section 3.8.1 to request 
disconnection, submit a 
request for an analogous 
access service, identify and 
request an alternative 
service arrangement, 
subniit a request for an 
analogous Dec 1 ass i fi ed 
Network element pursuant 
to A?'&T's Exhibit A (if  
applicablc) or object that 
the dcclassi fication of the 
network liicili ty in qucstioii 
is not proper under 
applicable law. 

If AT&T identifies an 
alternative service 
arrangement or analogous 
access service and the 
Parties cannot agree to the 
applicable rates, terms and 
conditions within 60 days 
after AT&T's request, 

TRO/RU LES LANGUAGE 

03-  1 3-04V 14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERIZON'S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

either Party should be 
allowed to submit a request 
to the Conmission to 
resolve the issue. 

If  AT&T objects to the 
dcclassi flcatiorl af'the 
IdciitiIied Facility and tlic 
Parties cannot agree to the 
ap p I i ca t i  1 e rates, t c mi s an cl 
coriditioris of tho Identified 
F'acility within 60 days 
after AT&T 's objection, 
either Party should be 
allowed to submit a request 
to the Conmission to 
reso 1 ve the issue. 

Where AT&T has 
I-cqticstcd ;m altcrmrt ivc 
service arrarigenient or 
analogous access service 
and the Parties cannot 
agree to the applicable 
rates, terms and conditions 
within G O  days after 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

~. ~~ 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.8.3 

AT&T’s I-cy ucst , Vcri zo 1-1 
must continue to provide 
the Identified Service under 
the preexisting rates, ternis 
and conditions until 
replaced by new rates terms 
and conditions determined 
by the Commission 

Where AT&T has objected 
to Verizon’s 
dcclassi fication of a11 

Identified service and the 
Partics cannot agree to !lie 
applicable rates, terms and 
conditions within 60 days 
after AT&T’s request, 
Verizon must continue to 
provide the identified 
Service under the 
preexisting rates, terms and 
conditions until replaced by 
new rates terms and 
conditions determined by 
the Commission 
’1’0 thc cxtcnt that  AT&T 
submits to Verizon - . ~ .  a 

ISSUES MATRIX 
~ 

TRO/RW 1,ES 

03- 13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 
ISSUES MATRIX 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.8.4 (New section 1 inserted by AT&T) 

ISSUE 

request for an analogous 
Declassi fled Network 
Elenlent (SCC AT&T’s 
language for 3.8.2B above), 
Verizon shall be required to 
negotiate t u ”  for such 
substitute service in 
accordance with the tenns 
proposed by AT&T in 
Exhibit A. And that 
exhibit shall be included as 
an integral part of the 
Parties’ interconnection 
agreements. 

3.8.4 Verizon shall not 
impose t ern1 i nation charges 
associated with conversion 
or discontinuance of any 
Declassified Network 
Element. 

3.8.4 Conversions of a 

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE 

34-. 3 I 

03-13-04V14 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

- 

LANGUAGE 

a 

t 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

ISSUE 

Declassified Network 
17 I c111 c:t I t  1 () ;I 1 I ;1 I 1  ;I Io go11 s 
access service shall be 
perfonned on a single 
order. 

3-8.4 Conversion of 
Declassified Network 
Elements to an altemative 
service arrangement or 
analogous access service 
must occur seamlessly 
without any ciistonier 
disr-uption ur  adverse 
effects to service quality. 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

03-13-04V14 
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AT&T'S ANSWER TO VERlZON'S PETI'I'ION FOK TKO AMENDMENT ARB1'I'ICA'I'ION 
ISSUES MATRIX  

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 

3.9 (New section added 
by AT&T.) 

ISSUE 

Results of impairment 
proccedi rigs conducted by 
thc ('onmission shall bc 
addressed by the Parties in 
accordance with the change 
i n  law provisions of their 
interconnection 
agreements. 

~~ 

TRO/RULES 

TRO 111700-7O3. 

LANGUAGE 
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION 

DRAFT TRO 
AMENDMENT 
SECTION 
Pricing Attachments 

ISSUE 

Any charges for Services 
hereunder shall be as 
mutually agreed to by  the 
Parties. 

ISSUES MATRIX 

TRO/RULES 

See AT&T’s 
reasoning above for 
rejecting rates 
associated with 
commingling, 
conversions and 
routine network 
modifications. 

LANGUAGE 

. .  
tn l3-w A t  

L I I  tu A X  A 1 b  

AT&T REJECTS EACH 
AND ASSOCIATED RATE OFFERED BY VERLZON1 

03-1 3-04Vl4 
I’d@ 74 of 74 



AT&T Exhibit 3 
Page 1 of 29 

AMENDMENT NO. - 
to the 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

between 

VERIZON FLORIDA, INC. 

and 

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC. 

This Amendment No. [NUMBER] (the “Amendment”) is made by and between Verizon Florida, 
Inc. (“Verizon”) and AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC (YAT8T), and shall become 
effective on 
referred to collectively as the “Parties” and individually as a “Party”. This Amendment covers services in 
Verizon’s service territory in the State of Ftortda (the “State”). 

(the “Amendment Effective Date”). Verizon and AT&T are hereinafter 

WlTN ESSETH: 

WHEREAS, Verizon and AT&T are Parties to an Interim Interconnection Agreement which 
incorporates the original agreement entered into by AT&T and GTE Florida, Inc. under Sections 251 and 
252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 approved by the Florida Public Service Commission in Order 
No. PSC-00-1776, dated September 28, 2000,. (the “Agreement”); and 

WHEREAS, the Federal Communications Commission (the “FCC”) released an order on August 
21, 2003 in CC Docket Nos. 01 -338, 96-98, and 98-147 (the “Triennial Review Order” or TRO”), which 
became effective as of October 2, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 252(a)(?) of the Act, the Parties wish to amend the Agreement 
in order to give contractual effect to the provisions of the TRO; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual agreements set forth herein, 
the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as follows: 

1. The Parties agree that the Agreement should be amended by the addition of the rates, 
terms and conditions set forth in the annexed TRO Attachment and any exhibits thereto 
(“TRO Attachment”). The TRO Attachment shall apply notwithstanding any other 
provision of a Verizon tariff or a Verizon Statement of Generally Available Terms and 
Con d it ion s (“S G AT”). 

2. Conflict between this Amendment and the Aqreement. This Amendment shall be 
deemed to revise the terms and provisions of the Agreement to the extent necessary to 
give effect to the terms and provisions of this Amendment. In the event of a conflict 
between the terms and provisions of this Amendment and the terms and provisions of 
the Agreement this Amendment shall govern, provided, however, that the fact that a 
term or provision appears in this Amendment but not in the Agreement, or in the 
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4. 

5. 
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Agreement but not in this Amendment, shall not be interpreted as, or deemed grounds 
for finding, a conflict for purposes of this Section 2. 

Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of 
which when so executed and delivered shall be an original and all of which together 
shall constitute one and the same instrument. 

Captions. The Parties acknowledge that the captions in this Amendment have been 
inserted solely for convenience of reference and in no way define OF limit the scope or 
substance of any term or provision of this Amendment. 

Scope of Amendment. This Amendment shall amend, modify and revise the Agreement 
only to the extent set forth expressly in Section 1 of this Amendment. As used herein, 
the Agreement, as revised and supplemented by this Amendment, shall be referred to 
as the “Amended Agreement.” Nothing in this Amendment shall be deemed to amend 
or extend the term of the Agreement, or to affect the right of a Party to exercise any right 
of termination it may have under the Agreement. 

I .  Florida TRO Impairment Proceedinss. Nothing contained in this Amendment is intended 
to warve either Party’s right to incorporate the Commission’s decisions, if any, resulting 
from impairment proceedings held in Dockets Nos. 030851-TP and 030852-TP. Any 
such decisions shall be considered a change in law and subject to any change in law 
provisions of the Agreement. 

Stav or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any contrary provision in the Agreement, 
this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement, this 
Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shall limit either Party’s right to appeal, seek 
reconsideration of or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or invalidated 
any order, rule, regulation, decision, ordinance or statute issued by the Florida Public 
Service Commission (“Commission”), the FCC, any court or any other governmental 
authority related to, concerning or that may affect either Party’s rights or obligations 
under the Agreement, this Amendment, any Verizon tariff or SGAT, or Applicable Law. 
The Parties acknowledge that the United States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit (the “D.C. Circuit”) issued a decision vacating and remanding certain 
portions and affirming other portions of the  TRO, but stayed its vacatur and remand. 
Should the D.C. Circuit’s decision become effective or the United States Supreme Court 
issue a stay of any or all of the TRO’s provisions, or reverse any or all of the TRO’s 
provisions, any terms and conditions of this Amendment that relate to the stayed or 
reversed provisions shall be subject to any change in law provisions of the Agreement, 
as appropriate. 
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SIGNATURE PAGE 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be executed as of the 
Amendment Effective Date. 

AT&T Communications of the Southern States 
L t C  

VERIZON Florida, Inc. 

By: 

Printed: 

Title: 

Date: 

By: 

Printed : 

Title: 

Date: 
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TRO Attachment 

I. General Conditions 

1,1 Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon 
tariff or SGAT: (a) Verizon shall be obligated to provide access to unbundled Network 
E 1 em en t s (Ii U N E si’ ) , com b in at i o n s of u n b u n d I e d N etw o r k E I em en t s (Tom b i nation s” ) , or 
UNEs commingled with wholesale services (‘Commingling”), to AT&T under the terms of 
this Amended Agreement only to the extent required by 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R 
Part 51 or other Applicable Law, and, (b) Verizon may decline to provide access to 
UNEs, Combinations, or Commingling to AT8T to the extent that provision of access to 
such UNEs, Combinations, or Commingling is not required by 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3),  47 
C F.R. Part 51, or other Applicable Law. 

1.2 AT&T may use a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling only for purposes that are 
consistent with those for which Verizon is required by 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R. 
Part 51, or other Applicable Law to provide such UNE, Combination, or Commingling to 
AT&T. 

1.3 Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon 
tariff or SGAT, to the extent Verizon is requlred by a change in Applicable Law to 
provide to AT&T pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51, or other 
Applicable Law a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling that is not offered under the 
Amended Agreement to AT&T as of the Amendment Effective Date, the rates, terms, 
conditions for such UNE, Combination, or Commingling shall be subject to the change In 
law provisions of the Agreement. 

1 4 Verizon reserves the right to argue in any proceeding before the Commission, the FCC 
or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an item identified in the 
Agreement or this Amendment as a Network Element (a) is not a Network Element 
under 47 U.S.C. 5 251(c)(3) or other Applicable Law, (b) is not a Network Element 
Verizon is required by 47 U.S.C. 5 251 (c)(3) or other Applicable Law to provide to AT&T, 
or (c) is an item that Verizon is not required to offer to AT&T at the rates set forth in the 
Amended Agreement. AT&T reserves the right to argue in any proceeding before the 
Commission, the FCC or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an 
item not identified in the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT (a) 
is a Network Element under 47 U.S.C. Sec 251(c)(3) or other Applicable Law, (b) is a 
Network Element Verizon is required to provide by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 251 (c)(3) or other 
Applicable Law to AT&T, or (c) is an item that Verizon is required to offer to AT8T at the 
rates set forth in the Amended Agreement. 

4 



2. Definitions 

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, the 
following terms, as used in the Amended Agreement, shall have the meanings set forth below: 

2 .o 

2.1 

2.2 

2.3 

2.4 

2.5 

2 6  

2.7 

Applicable Law 

All laws, rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, the Act, effective rules, 
regulations, decisions and orders of the FCC and the Commission, and all orders and 
decisions of courts of competent jurisdiction. 

Call-Related Databases. 

Databases, other than operations support systems, that are used in signaling networks 
for billing and collection, or the transmission, routing, or other provision of a 
telecommunications service. Call-related databases include, but are not limited to, the 
calling name database, 91 1 database, E91 1 database, line information database, toll 
free calling database, advanced intelligent network databases, and downstream number 
portability databases. 

Dark Fiber Transport. 

An unactivated optical transmission facility within a LATA, without attached multiplexing, 
aggregation or other electronics, between Verizon switches or wire centers (including 
Verizon facilities located at AT&T’s premises), that is provided on an unbundled basis 
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. 

Dedicated Transport. 

A transmission facility between Verizon switches or wire centers, (including Verizon 
facilities located at AT&T’s premises), within a LATA, that is dedicated to a particular 
end user or carrier and that is provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 
251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. 

OS1 Dedicated Transport. 

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 1.544 Mbps. 

DS3 Dedicated Transport. 

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 44.736 Mbps. 

DSl  Loop. 

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of 1.544 Mbps digital signals that 
is provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 
or other Applicable Law. This loop type is more fully described in applicable ANSI 
standards, as revised from time to time. A DS-1 Loop includes the electronics 
necessary to provide the DS-1 transmission rate. 

os3 LOOP. 
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A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of isochronous bipolar serial 
data at a rate of 44.736 Mbps (the equivalent of 28 DS-1 channels) that is provided on 
an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 5 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other 
Applicable Law. This Loop type is more fully described in applicable ANSI standards, as 
revised from time to time. A DS-3 Loop includes the electronics necessary to provide 
the DS-3 transmission rate. 

2.8 Enterprise Switchinq. 

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that, if provided to AT&T, would be used for the 
purpose of serving AT&T's customers using DS1 or above capacity Loops. 

2.9 Feeder. 

The fiber optic cable (lit or unlit) or metallic portion of a Loop between a serving wire 
center and a feederldistribution interface. 

2.10 FTTH Loop. 

A mass market Loop consisting entirely of fiber optic cable, whether dark or lit, between 
the main distribution frame (or its equivalent) in a wire center and the demarcation point 
at the end user's customer premises. FTTH Loops do not include such intermediate 
fiber - i n -the- loop arch i tect u res as f i be r - to - t h e-cu r b (" FTT C" ) , fiber- t 0- t h e-node (" FTT N" ) , 
and fib e r- t 0- the- b u il d i n g (" F l T  B" ) 

2.1 1 Inside Wire Subloop. 

As set forth in FCC Rule 51.31 9(b), a Verizon-owned or controlled distribution facility in 
Verizon's network between the minimum point of entry ("MPOE") at a multiunit premises 
where an end user customer is located and the Demarcation Point for such facility. 

2.12 Hybrid Loop. 

Any local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper wire or cable, including 
such intermediate fiber-in-the-loop architectures as FTTC, FTTN, and FTTB. 

2.1 3 Line Conditioninq. 

The removal from a copper loop or copper Subloop of any device that could diminish the 
capability of the loop or Subloop to deliver high-speed switched wireline 
telecommunications capability, including digital subscriber line service. Such devices 
include, but are not limited to, bridge taps, load coils, low pass filters, and range 
extenders . 

2.1 4 Line Sharinq. 

The process by which AT&T is providing XOSL service over the same copper Loop that 
Verizon uses to provide voice service by utilizing the frequency range on the copper 
loop above the range that carries analog circuit-switched voice transmissions (the High 
Frequency Portion of the Loop, or I'HFPL"). The HFPL includes the features, functions, 
and capabilities of the copper Loop that are used to establish a complete transmission 
path between Verizon's distribution frame (or its equivalent) in its Wire Center and the 
demarcation point at the end user's customer premises, and includes the high frequency 
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2.1 5 

2.1 6 

2.17 

2.18 

2.1 9 

portion of any inside wire (including any Inside Wire Subloop) owned or controlled by 
Verizon. 

Line Splittins. 

The process in which one competitive LEC provides narrowband voice service over the 
low frequency portion of a copper loop and a second competitive LEC provides digital 
subscriber line service over the high frequency portion of that same loop 

Local Switchinq. 

The line-side and trunk-side facilities associated with the line-side port on a circuit switch 
in Verizon’s network, plus the features, functions, and capabilities of that switch, 
unbundled from loops and transmission facilities, including: (a) the line-side Port 
(including but not limited to the capability to connect a Loop termination and a switch line 
card, telephone number assignment, dial tone, one primary directory listing, pre- 
subscription, and access to 91 1); (b) line and line group features (including but not 
limited to all vertical features and line blocking options that the switch and its associated 
deployed switch software are capable of providing that are provided to Verizon’s local 
exchange service Customers served by that switch); (c) usage (including but not limited 
to the connection of lines to lines, lines to trunks, trunks to lines, and trunks to trunks); 
and (d) trunk features (including but not limited to the connection between the trunk 
termination and a trunk card). 

Mass Market Switching. 

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon offers on an unbundled basis 
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law, and that is 
provided to AT&T to serve AT&T’s end user customers over DSO Loops. 

Declassified Network Elements. 

Any facility that Verizon was obligated to provide to AT&T on an unbundled basis 
pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff or SGAT, but which, except as otherwise 
provided in Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer obligated to provide on an 
unbundled basis under 47 U.S.C 9 251 (c)(3) and 47 C.F.R. Part 51. Declassified 
Network Elements include the following: (a) Dedicated Transport not provided for in 
Section 3.5; (b) DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location; (c) DS3 transport 
facilities above twelve on a single Route, (d) Enterprise Switching ( e )  OCn Loops and 
OCn Dedicated Transport; (f) the Feeder portion of a Loop; (9) any Call-Related 
Database, other than the 91 1 and E91 1 databases, that is not provisioned in connection 
with AT&T’s use of Verizon Mass Market Switching; (h) Signaling that IS not provisioned 
in connection with AT&T’s use of Verizon’s Mass Market Switching; and (i) Packet 
Switching. 

Packet Switching. 

The routing or forwarding of packets, frames, cells, or other data units based on address 
or other routing information contained in the packets, frames, cells or other data units, or 
the functions that are performed by the digital subscriber line access multiplexers, 
including but not limited to the ability to terminate an end-user customer’s copper Loop 
(which includes both a low-band voice channel and a high-band data channel, or solely 
a data channel); the ability to forward the voice channels, if present, to a circuit switch or 
multiple circuit switches; the ability to extract data units from the data channels on the 
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Loops; and the ability to combine data units from multiple Loops onto one or more trunks 
connecting to a packet switch or packet switches. 

2.20 Qualifvinq Service. 

A telecommunications service that competes with a telecommunications service that has 
been traditionally the exclusive or primary domain of the incumbent LECs, including, but 
not limited to, local exchange service, such as plain old telephone services, and access 
services, such as digital subscriber line services and high-capacity circuits. 

2.21 Route. 

For purposes of FCC Rule 51.319 (e)(l) through (e)(5), a transmission path between 
one of Verizon’s wire centers or switches and another of Verizon’s wire centers or 
switches within a LATA. A route between two points (e.g., wire center or switch “A” and 
wire center or switch “Z) may pass through one or more Verizon intermediate wire 
centers or switches (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “X) .  Transmission paths 
between identical end points (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “A” and Verizon wire 
center or switch “Z”)  are the same “route”, irrespective of whether they pass through the 
same intermediate Verizon wire centers or switches, if any. 

2.22 Sicmaling. 

Signaling includes, but is not limited to, signaling links and signaling transfer points 

2 23 Subloop for Multiunit Premises Access. 

Any portion of a Loop that is technically feasible to access at a terminal in Verizon’s 
outside plant at or near a multiunit premises. For access to copper Subloops, it is 
technically feasible to access any portion of a Loop at any terminal in Verizon’s outside 
plant, or inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long as a technician need not 
remove a splice case to access the wire or copper of the Subloop; provided, however, 
near Remote Terminal sites, Verizon shall, upon site-specific request by AT&T, provide 
access to a Subloop at a splice. 

2 24 Loop Distribution. 

The portion of a Loop in Verizon’s network that is between the point of demarcation at 
an end user customer premises and Verrzon‘s feederldistribution interface. It is 
technically feasible to access any portion of a Loop at any terminal in Verizon’s outside 
plant, or inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long as a technician need not 
remove a splice case to access the wire or copper of the Subloop; provided, however, 
near Remote Terminal sites, Verizon shall, upon site-specific request by AT&T, provide 
access to a Subloop at a splice. 

2 25 Tandem Switching. 

The trunk-connect facilities on a Verizon circuit switch that functions as a tandem switch, 
plus the functions that are centralized in that switch, including the basic switching 
function of connecting trunks to trunks, unbundled from and not contiguous with loops 
and transmission facilities. Tandem Switching creates a temporary transmission path 
between interoffice trunks that are interconnected at a Verizon tandem switch for the 
purpose of routing a call. A tandem switch does not provide basic functions such as dial 
tone service. 
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3. UNE TRO Provisions 

3.1 Loops. 

3 1.1 Hi-Cap Loops. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or a 
Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, as 
of the Amendment Effective Date: 

3.1.1.1 DS1 LOOPS. Upon AT&T’s written request, Verizon shall provide 
AT&T with nondiscriminatory access to a DSI Loop on an 
unbundled basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance 
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 5 251(c)(3), 47 
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. 

3.1 . I  .2 DS3 Loops. Upon AT&T’s written request, Verizon shall provide 
AT&T with nondiscriminatory access to a DS3 Loop on an 
unbundled basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance 
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. 

3.1.1 2.1 Cap on OS3 Loops. In accordance with FCC rule 
51.31 9(a)(5)(iii), AT&T may obtain on an unbundled 
basis a maximum of two (2) DS-3 Loops at any single 
end user location. 

3.1.2 FTTH Loops 

3.1 2.1 New Builds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, AT&T shall not be 
entitled to obtain nondiscriminatory access to a FTTH Loop on an 
unbundled basis where Verizon has deployed such a Loop to an 
end user’s customer premises that previously has not been 
served by any Verizon Loop. 

3.1.2.2 Overbuilds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the 
conditions in this Section below, AT&T shall not be entitled to 
obtain nondiscriminatory access to a F T H  Loop on an 
unbundled basis when Verizon has deployed such a Loop parallel 
to, or in replacement of, an existing copper Loop facility, except 
that: 

3.1.2.3 Verizon shall maintain the existing copper Loop connected to the 
particular customer premises after deploying the FTTH Loop and 
provide nondiscriminatory access to that copper Loop on an 
unbundled basis unless Verizon retires the copper Loop pursuant 
to the terms of this Section 3.1 -2. 

3.1.2.4 If Verizon maintains the existing copper Loop pursuant to Section 
3.1.2.3 above, it need not incur any expenses to ensure that the 
existing copper l oop  remains capable of transmitting signals prior 
to receiving a request for access pursuant to Section 3.1.2.3, in 
which case Verizon shall restore the copper Loop to serviceable 
condition upon AT&T‘s request. 
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3.j .2.5 If Verizon retires the copper Loop pursuant to Section 3.1.2.7 
below, it shall provide nondiscriminatory access to a 64 kilobits 
per second transmission path capable of voice grade service over 
the FTTH Loop on an unbundled basis. 

3.1.2.6 Verizon shalt not retire any copper Loop or copper Subloop and 
replace it with F lTH Loops unless it provides AT&T with notice of 
such retirement and that retirement has been approved 
consistent with the network disclosure requirements set forth in 
Section 3.1 2.7 below. 

3.1.2.7 For retirement of copper Loops or cooper Subloops that are 
replaced with FTTH Loops, Verizon shall file notice of such 
retirements with the FCC and AT&T at least 180 calendar days 
before the proposed retirement date. If the FCC approves the 
proposed retirement, and if the proposed retirement also meets 
any and all the requirements of the Commission regarding the 
retirement of copper Loops, Verizon may proceed with the 
retirement consistent with Section 3.1.2.5 above. 
Notwithstanding the above, Verizon shall not retire any copper 
Loop or copper Subloop during the time that there is a pending 
Commission proceeding that is examining retirement rules. The 
requirements for the retirement of copper Loops also apply to the 
retirement of copper Subloops. 

3.1.2.8 Verizon shall not make any changes to the underlying Loop 
architecture without providing notice of intent to make the change 
and notifying AT8T at least 180 calendar days before the actual 
change, and unless Verizon can demonstrate, in writing, if so 
requested by AT&T, that the proposed change will not, in any 
way, reduce the transmission capability of an unbundled Loop 
type employed by AT&T that would be affected by the change. 
Verizon shall not migrate AT&T copper loops onto other network 
architectures without AT&T's prior approval. 

3.1.2.9 Any approved network changes to the transmission 
characteristics of any Loop interface, including the retirement of 
copper Loop or copper Subtoop that have met the applicable 
requirements of this Section 3.1.2 shall be implemented 
according to mutually agreeable change management 
procedures. 

3 1.3 Hybrid LOOPS Generallv. 

3.1.3.1 Packet Switching. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the 
provisions of Section 3.8 below, AT8T shall not be entitled to 
obtain access to the Packet Switching Capability of any Hybrid 
Loop on an unbundled basis. 
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3.1 -3.2 Broadband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the Amendment 
Effective Date, when AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the 
provision of “broadband services,” as such term is defined by the 
FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 
47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law, 
Verizon shall provide AT&T with access under the Amended 
Agreement to the time division multiplexing features, functions, 
and capabilities of that Hybrid Loop, including DS1 or DS3 
capacity where impairment has been found to exist), on an 
unbundled basis, to establish a complete transmission path 
between the main distribution frame (or equivalent) in the end 
user’s serving wire center and the end user’s customer premises. 
This access shall include access to all features, functions, and 
capabilities of the Hybrid Loop that are not used to transmit 
packetized information. 

3.1.3.3 Narrowband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the Amendment 
Effective Date, when AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the 
provision to its customer of “narrowband services,” as such term 
is defined by the FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the 
extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 3 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or 
other Applicable Law, Verizon shall either (a) provide 
nondiscrrminatory access under the Amended Agreement to a 
spare home-run copper Loop serving that customer on an 
unbundled basis, or (b) provide nondiscriminatory access under 
the Amended Agreement, on an unbundled basis, to a voice- 
grade transmission path (Le., equivalent to DSO capacity) 
between the main distribution frame (or equivalent) in the end 
user’s serving wire center and the end user’s customer premises, 
using time division multiplexing technology. 

3.1.3.4 Feeder. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or 
any Verizon tariff or SGAT, and subject to the provisions of 
Section 3.8 below, as of the Amendment Effective Date, AT&T 
shall not be entitled to obtain access to the Feeder portion of a 
Loop on an unbundled, standalone basis. 

3.1.4 IDLC Hybrid Loops. 

IOLC Hybrid Loops. If AT&T requests, rn order to provide narrowband 
services, unbundling of a 2 wire analog or 4 wire analog Loop currently 
provisioned via integrated Digital Loop Carrier (over a Hybrid 
Loop)(“lDLC”), Verizon shall provide AT&T unbundled access to a 
transmission path over Hybrid Loops served by IDLC systems, which 
shall be either through a spare copper facility or through the availability 
of Universal DLC systems. I f  neither of the aforementioned options is 
avaitable, Verizon shall provide AT&T a technically feasible method of 
unbundled access. 

3.1.5 Dark Fiber Loops. 
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Dark Fiber Loops. Verizon shall continue to provide AT&T with 
nondiscriminatory access to dark fiber loop on an unbundled basis. 

3.1.6 Network Interface Device. 

If AT&T requests access to a Loop, Network Interface Device (‘“ID”) 
functionality shall be provided with such Loop and no additional NID charge 
shall be included. 

3.2 Line Sharinq. 

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as 
of the Amendment Effective Date: 

3.2.1 tine Sharinq. 

3.2.1 .I New Line Sharinq. Verizon shall provision new Line Sharing 
arrangements in accordance with 47 U.S.C. § 251 (c)(3), 47 
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. Verizon shall provide new 
Line Sharing arrangements on a transitional basis pursuant to 
rates, terms, and conditions prescribed by the FCC in 
51.31 9(a)(l )(i). 

3.2.1.2 Grandfathered Line Sharing. Any existing Line Sharing 
arrangement over a copper Loop OF Subloop in place with an end 
user customer of AT&T will be grandfathered at existing rates, 
provided AT&T began providing xDSL service to that end user 
customer using Line Sharing over that Loop or Subloop prior to 
October 2,2003, and only so long as AT&T has not ceased 
providing xDSL service to that end user customer at the same 
location over that loop or Subloop. 

3,2(A) Line Splittina. 

Verizon shall provwon Line Splitting arrangements under the 
Agreement pursuant to Applicable Law. Verizon shall enable AT&T 
to engage in line splitting using a splitter collocated at the Central 
Office. 

Verizon’s obligation to provide ATBT with the ability to engage in 
line splitting applies regardless of whether the carrier providing 
voice service provides its own switching or obtains local circuit 
switching as an unbundled network element pursuant to Applicable 
Law. 

Verizon shall make all necessary network modifications, including 
providing nondiscriminatory access to operations support systems 
necessary for pre-ordering, ordering, provisioning, maintenance 
and repair, and billing for loops used in line splitting arrangements. 

AT&T may, at its option, utilize the LSR process to order line 
splitting. 
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3.2 (B) Line Conditioninq. 

3.2(C) 

Verizon shall condition a copper loop, at no cost, where AT8T seeks 
access to a copper loop, the high frequency portion of a copper loop, or 
a copper Subloop to ensure that the copper loop or copper Subloop is 
suitable for provtding digital subscriber line services, including those 
provided over the high frequency portion of the copper loop or copper 
Subloop, whether or not Veriron offers advanced services to the end- 
user customer on that copper loop or copper Subloop. 

Insofar as it is technically feasible, Verizon shall test and report troubles 
for all the features, functions, and capabilities of conditioned copper 
lines, and may not restrict its testing to voice transmission only. 

Where AT8T seeks access to the high frequency portion of a copper 
loop or copper Subloop and Verizon claims that conditioning that loop or 
Subloop will significantly degrade, as defined in Section 51 233 of the 
FCC's rules, the voiceband services that Verizon is currently providing 
over that loop or Subloop, Verizon must either: 

(a) Locate another copper loop or copper Subloop that has 
been or can be conditioned, migrate Verizon's voiceband service to that 
loop or Subloop. and provide AT&T with access to the high frequency 
portion of that alternative loop or Subloop; or 

(b) Make a showing to the Commission that the original copper 
loop or copper Subloop cannot be conditioned without significantly 
degrading voiceband services on that loop or Subloop, as defined in 
Section 51 233 of the FCC's rules, and that there is no adjacent or 
alternative copper loop or copper Subloop available that can be 
conditioned or to which the end-user customer's voiceband service can 
be moved to enable line sharing. 

If, after evaluating Verizon's showing under section 51.319(a)(l)(ii)(D)(2) 
of the FCC's rules, the Commission concludes that a copper loop or 
copper Subloop cannot be conditioned without significantly degrading 
the voiceband service, Verizon cannot then or subsequently condition 
that loop or Subloop to provide advanced services to its own customers 
without first making available to AT&T the high frequency portion of the 
newly conditioned loop or Subloop. 

Maintenance, Repair, and Testinq. 

Verizon shall provide, on a nondiscriminatory basis, physical loop test 
access points to AT&T at the splitter, through a cross-connection to 
AT&T's collocation space, or through a standardized interface, such as 
an intermediate distribution frame or a test access server, for the 
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3.3.1 

3.3.2 

3.3.3 

3.3.3.1 

purpose of testing, maintaining, and repairing copper loops and copper 
Su bloops. 

3.3 Subloop. As of the Amendment Effective Date, all provisions in the Agreement 
governing Inside Wire, House and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are hereby deleted 
and replaced by this Section 3.3 which shall supersede other provisions in the 
Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SGAT in effect prior to the Amendment Effective 
Date. 

Definition - A Subloop (including Inside Wire Subloops, defined below) is a 
portion of a copper loop, or hybrid loop, between any technically feasible point 
on Verizon’s outside plant, including inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, 
and the end-user customer premises. A Subloop includes all intermediate 
devices (e.9. repeaters and load coils), and includes the features, functions, and 
capabilities of the loop. A Subloop includes two-wire and four-wire analog voice 
grade Subloops and two-wire and four-wire Subloops conditioned for digital 
subscriber line service, regardless of whether the Subloops are in service or 
held as spares. Subloops shall include the NID functionality, and Verizon shall 
not impose any separate charge for such functionality when provided as part of 
the Subloop network element. 

An accessible terminal is any point on a transmission path, dedicated to a 
customer (or customers) of AT&T where technicians can access the copper 
facility without removing a splice case to reach the facility. Access terminals 
may be located at technically feasible points including but not limited to those: 

a. at the pole or pedestal, Feeder Distribution Interface or Serving 
Area Interface (FDIISAI), NID, MPOE, any remote terminal, the 
point in the Verizon outside plant where the feeder facility cross- 
connects to the distribution facility. The FDVSAI might be located in 
the utility room, in a remote terminal, or in a controlled environment 
vault (CEV). 

b. at a distribution frame in Verizon’s central office. 

c. at any point that the Commission has determined, in any proceeding, 
is technically feasible. 

Subloop Element - Functionalitv and General Requirements 

Subloop Element includes but is not limited to the following functionality: 
(a) Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexjng Functionality 
(b) Loop Distribution 
(c) Inside Wire Subloop 

3.3.4 Subloop Element - General Requirements 
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3.3.4.1 At its option, AT&T may purchase from Verizon on an unbundled 
basis the entire Loop, which includes the NID functionality, or any 
Subloop element (i.e., Loop Concentration/Multiplexing 
Functionality, Loop Distribution, and Inside Wire Subloops), or 
any combination of Subloop elements ordinarily combined in the 
Verizon network. Any combined Subloop elements shall not be 
separated unless so directed by AT&T. The BFR Process shall 
not apply to the purchase of Subloop elements. Except as stated 
in 3.3.10.8, Subloop elements shall be available to AT&T through 
the standard ordering process. 

3.3.4.2 Verizon shall provide all Subloop elements or Subloop element 
combinations to AT&T in good working order such that they are 
capable of supporting transmission of at least the same quality as 
when the same or similar configuration is employed by Verizon 
within its own network, To the extent a Subloop element does 
not perform to this standard, Verizon will perform all necessary 
work, at its own cost, to bring the Subloop element into 
conformance. During the period when a Subloop element fails to 
meet this standard, AT&T will not be held responsible for any 
payments to Veriron for its use. 

3.3.4.3 AT&T may connect to any Subloop element at any technically 
feasible point and in any technically feasible manner, and Verizon 
will not in any manner restrict or delay access to such technically 
feasible points If AT&T and Verizon are unable to reach 
agreement as to technical feasibility within 30 days of AT&T's 
request, Verizon must file a petition with the Commission that 
demonstrates that it is not technically feasibte to unbundle the 
Subloop at the point requested. AT&T may access the Inside 
Wire Subloop at any technically feasible point including, but not 
limited to the NID, the MPOE, the Srngle Point of Interconnection 
(SPOI), the pedestal or the pole. AT&T, shall have the option to 
perform all work, including but not limited to lifting and re- 
terminating of cross-connection or cross-connecting new 
terminations at accessible terminals used for Subloop access. 
No supervision or oversight of any kind by Verizon personnel 
shall be required but Verizon may monitor the work, at its own 
expense, provided Verizon does not delay or otherwise interfere 
with the work being performed by AT&T or its duly authorized 
agent(s) 

3.3.4.4 When AT&T requests connection at the Verizon FDtlSAI, AT&T 
will identify the size and type of cable that it seeks to terminate in 
the Verizon FDIISAl location. AT&T, at its option, will terminate 
the facility or request that Verizon terminate the facility on the 
existing accessible terminal capacity identified by Verizon. If 
termination capacity is not available at the time requested by 
AT&T, AT&T may cancel its order without incurring any charge or 
AT&T may extend the due date of the order to permit Verizon to 
expand the terminal capacity at the identified FDI/SAI. Upon 
AT&T's request to expand the terminal capacity, Verizon must 
complete all such expansion work within 30 business days. 
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3.3.5 

3.3.5.1 

3.3.5.2 

3.3.5.3 

3.3.6 

3.3.6.1 

3.3.4.5 AT&T may, at its discretion, opt to construct an adjacent strudure 
to connect to the Subloop element and Verizon will facilitate 
interconnecting the existing Verizon structure and the structure 
deployed by AT&T, including, but not limited to, permitting AT&T 
to make the necessary physical connections to the Verizon 
terminals. Verizon will not oppose or otherwise impede 
reasonable requests involving placement of AT&T facilities or 
equipment within the right-of-way Verizon occupies. Unless 
AT&T or its duly authorized agent elects to make the 
connections, Verizon must implement all necessary 
interconnections between its terminals and any adjacent ATgT 
structures within timeframes consistent with those required for an 
interconnection request from AT&T under this Amended 
Ag reem en t . 

Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexinq Functionality 

Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality will be provided by Verizon’s 
deploying equipment at each end of the Subloop conductor that operates in a 
manner to accomplish one or more of the following: 
(I) aggregates lower bit rate or bandwidth signals to higher bit rate or 

bandwidth signals (multiplexing); 
(ii) disaggregates higher bit rate or bandwidth signals to lower bit rate or 

bandwidth signals (demultiplexing); 
(iir) aggregates a specified number of signals or channels to fewer channels 

(concentrating); 
(tv) performs signal conversion, including encoding of signals (e.g., analog 

to digital and digital to analog signal conversion); and 
(v) in some instances performs electrical to optical (E/O) conversions. 

This functionality includes the connecting facilities from the physical 
location of the equipment providing the loop concentration/multiplexing 
functionality and the physical location of the accessible terminals on the 
distribution side of the functionality outside the central office as well as 
the connecting facility from the physical location of the equipment 
providing the functionality in the Central Office and accessible terminal 
used by AT&T in the Central Office. 

Equipment that provides Loop Concentrationhlultiplexing Functionality 
includes Digital Loop Carrier (DLC), regardless of type, channel banks, 
multiplexers or other equipment that encodes or decodes, multiplexes or 
dem ul tiplexes , or concentrates communication facilities, 

Technical Requirements 

Loop Concentration/Multjplexing Functionality, if deployed, is used to 
concentrate and or multiplex the distribution media to the feeder media. 
The media can be copper, coax or fiber. To the extent unbundling 
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3.3.6.3 

3.3.6.4 

3.3.6.5 

3 3.6.6 

3.3.6.7 

3 3.7 

3.3.7.1 

3 3.7 2 

3.3.7.3 

3.3.7.4 

3 3 7 5  

involves "concentration," Verizon and AT8T will work cooperatively to 
establish concentration ratios for the specific application within the 
technical limits that may exist with deployed equipment and facilities. 

When Verizon provides Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality or 
Loop repeaters, Verizon shall provide power for Subloop equipment 
through a non-interruptible source with battery backup unless otherwise 
mutually agreed upon by the Parties. 

Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality shall be provided to AT&T 
in accordance with industry standard technical references. 

Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality shall, where technically 
feasible, continuously monitor protected circuit packs and redundant 
common equipment. 

The redundant common equipment shall also automatically switch to a 
protection circuit pack on detection of a failure or degradation of normal 
operation where technically feasible. 

Verizon shall provide AT&T real time performance and alarm data 
associated with AT&T's traffic, if and when technically feasible, and to 
partition such data for AT&T specificalty where feasible. 

At AT&T's option, Verizon shall provide AT&T with real time ability to 
initiate non service affecting tests on the underlying device that provides 
Loop Concentration/ Multiplexing Functionality. 

Interface Res u iremen ts 

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall meet the following 
interface requirements, as appropriate for the configuration similarly 
deployed in Verizon's network if provided in response to a specific 
AT&T request. 

Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality shall provide either digital 
4 or 6-wire electrical interfaces or optical SONET interfaces at rates of 
OC-3, OC-12, OC-48, and OC-n, if the equipment deployed is capable 
of providing such interfaces at the serving wire center. 

If technically feasible and deployed in the Verizon network at the 
requested location, Loop ConcentrationlMultiplexing Functionality shall 
provide a DS? interface that complies with the Telcordia (formerly 
Betlcore) TR-303 interface specifications to AT&T at the serving wire 
center. 

If technically feasible, Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality 
shall provide Telcordia (formerly Bellcore) TR-08 modes 1 &2 DS1 
interfaces when requested by AT&T. 

All equipment furnished to AT&T by Verizon shall deliver interfaces in 
accordance with design specifications as deployed in the Verizon 
network . 
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3.3.7.6 

3.3.8 

3.3.8.1 

3.3.8.2 

3.3.8.3 

3.3.8.4 

3.3.8.5 

3.3.8.6 

Verizon shall support functions associated with provisioning, 
maintenance and testing of the unbundled Subloop elements, in a 
nondiscriminatory manner and demonstrate compliance by monitoring 
and reporting disaggregated performance results. Verizon will also 
provide nondiscriminatory access to provisioning, maintenance and 
testing functions for Network Elements to which Loop Distribution is 
connected. 

Loop Distribution 

The Loop Distribution Su bloop component provides connectivity from 
the FDllSAl via distribution media (facility) to the point of demarcation 
on the customer premises and shall include all facility terminating and 
cross-connecting devices that may be present at the point of 
demarcation provided Verizon owns or controls the device(s) and 
regardless of the specific nomenclature employed when referring to the 
device. 

The Loop Distribution Subloop may be provided using copper twisted 
pair, coax cable, or fiber optic cable. Where more than one media is 
available between two points, the media used shalt be the choice of 
AT&T. 
If a combination that includes two or more of these media exists, 
Verizon shall not preclude AT&T from using those facilities. Verizon will 
provide access to Loop Distribution Subloops even if Verizon is not 
currently employing the conductorlfacility for its own use such as when 
spare copper or dark fiber is present. If requested by AT&T, Verizon will 
identify whether load coil, bridge taps or any other elements are 
attached to the copper distribution Subloop that may limit the 
transmission capabilities of the Subloop. if requested by AT&T, Verizon 
will remove such items and AT&T will reimburse Verizon for such work 
based on time and material rates set forth in this Amended Agreement. 

In the case of Verizon facilities serving a single unit installation (e.g. a 
single residence or single business location), distribution facility consists 
of all such facilities providing connectivity between the end user’s point 
of demarcation, including the point of demarcation, and the end user 
side of the FDVSAI and can be accessed at any technically feasible 
point. 

In the case of Verizon facilities serving Multi Tenant Environments 
(MTEs), distribution media shall be furnished to AT&T depending on the 
location at which AT&T intends to interconnect its facilities, as requested 
by AT&T and described in 3.3.9 below. 

Verizon will provide Loop Distribution at the appropriate rate levels set 
forth in this Amended Agreement. 

The Loop Distribution Subloop element shall be capable of transmitting 
any signal(s) that it is technically feasible to carry on the particular 
distribution facility used, and shall support transmission signals with at 
least the same quality as when the same or similar distribution 
configuration is employed by Verizon. 
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3.3.9 

3.3.9.1 

3.3.9.2 

3.3.9.3 

3.3.9.4 

3.3.9.7 

3.3.1 0 

3.3.10.1 

3.3.1 0.2 

Multi-Tenant Environments ( MTEs) 

Inside Wire Subloop 
The inside Wire Subloop network element, as set forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b), 
is defined as any portion of the loop that IS technically feasible to access at a 
terminal in Verizon’s outside plant at or near a multiunit premises, e.g., inside 
wire owned or controlled by Verizon between the premises’ minimum point of 
entry (MPOE), as defined in FCC Rule 68.105 and Verizon’s demarcation point 
as defined in FCC Rule 68.3. 

Inside Wire Subloop UNEs must be made available at any capacity level or 
transmission type. 

Access terminals may be located at technically feasible points inctuding but not 
limited to those at, near, or on the customer premises, such as the pole or 
pedestal, the NIDI the minimum point of entry to the customer premises 
(MPOE), the single point of interconnection, and/or the feededdistribution 
in t e rface . 

Inside Wire Subloop Element Configurations may include: 

3.3.9.5 Loop Distribution Subloops, described in 3.3.8 preceding, may be used 
when AT&T requires a Verizon owned facility from a terminal block on the 
customer side of a FDVSAI up to and including the end user subscriber’s point 
of demarcation within a Mutti-Unit Property. 

3.3.9.6 Inside Wire Subloops shall be provided when AT&T requires 
connectivity between and including two technically feasible accessible terminals 
on a facility located on a single property. Unless otherwise specified, one end of 
the Inside Wire SubLoop will be the demarcation point where t he  control of the 
wiring changes from Verizon to the property owner or customer. The other end 
of the Inside Wire Subloop shall be at and include a cross connection device(s) 
at any technically feasible point chosen by AT8T which provides access to 
customer units at the property. Typically this will be at or in close proximity to 
the building terminal(s) Verizon would use to cross connect its outside plant to 
the tnside Wire Subloop serving the customer. 

Inside Wire Subloops may be further divided into vertical and horizontal components 
which may be accessed by AT&T through technically feasible accessible terminals on 
wiring owned or controlled by Verizon. Such segments of Inside Wire Subloops shall be 
made available for use by AT&T upon request. The lack of configuration specific pricing 
shall not be cause for Verizon to deny access to the wiring during the negotiation of 
pricing for such elements. Ordering of such segments shall be, at AT&T’s option, 
performed in a manner consistent with that employed for the tnside Wire Subloops. 

Requirements 

AT&T, at its option, may connect to Verizon Inside Wire Subloops 
regardless of whether a SPOi exists or is subsequently established at 
that premises. 

AT&T, at its option, may access Inside Wire Subloops owned or 
controlled by Verizon by: 
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a. utilizing existing spare capacity on the Verizon terminating 
block, even if those terminals are within an enclosure or 

3.3 10.3 

3.3.1 0.4 

3.3.1 0.5 

3.3.1 0.6 

3.3.1 0.7 

3.3.1 0.8 

3.3.10.9 

b. installing its own terminal block in the vicinity of the existing 
Verizon terminal btock where the wiring terminates. 

AT&T’s terminal block may be placed within any Verizon enclosure 
when space exists. 

Verizon may not require AT&T to collocate in order to access Inside 
Wire Subloops. 

Connectivity between AT8T’s terminal block and Verizon’s terminal 
block will be performed in accordance with generally accepted 
practices, such as using conduit and splicing of pairs to extend wiring 
between terminal block locations. 

When AT&T uses Verizon’s terminals, AT&T shall clearly label the 
wiring on those terminals as belonging to AT&T. AT&T shall be under 
no obligation to identify the customer or customer unit being served by 
the wiring. 

When Verizon neither owns nor controls the wiring, but has installed 
terminal blocks for its own facilities, AT8T may access the building 
wiring by cross-connecting to building wiring terminals even if the 
terminals are within an enclosure installed by Verizon. In such case, 
Verizon will not limit AT&T access nor will i t  oppose AT&T re- 
terminating a cross-connection associated with a customer request for 
service from AT&T, provided the connections are made in a reasonable 
manner. 

When AT&T uses only the Inside Wire Subloop(s), such element (s) 
need not be ordered on an individual pair basis or ordered in advance of 
use of the Subloop element. unless so requested by AT&T. AT&T shall 
be responsible for inventorying and reporting the pairs used at a 
particular location on a mutually agreeable periodic basis. Verizon shall 
use the counts derived from such reports to determine charges due 
from AT&T and to render billing. No other ordering activities need be 
initiated by AT&T. AT&T shall not be required to provide any customer 
specific information as part of such inventory and, unless mutually 
agreeable to do otherwise, shall be obligated only to report a street 
address where the Inside Wire Subloop is used and a count of the 
Inside Wire Subloops (Le., pairs) used at that address during the period 
covered by the report. 

Verizon shall be responsible for demonstrating, to AT&T’s reasonable 
satisfaction, within ten (10) business days from the date of the request, 
control of the Inside Wire Subloops. Where control may be unclear or 
disputed, Verizon will not prevent or in any way delay ATBT’s use of the 
Intra-Premises Wiring to meet an end user request for service. To the 
extent Verizon demonstrates, after AT&T initiates use of the Intra- 
Premises Wiring, that the facility employed is controlled by Verizon and, 
therefore, is an Inside Wire Subloop UNE, then AT&T will compensate 
Verizon for such use, on a retroactive basis from the date of first use 
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Verizon shall defend, indemnrfy, and otherwise hold harmless, AT&T 
from any claims by a building owner, relating to the use of on-premises 
wiring, where payments are made by AT&T to Verizon for the use of the 
Intra-Premises Wiring Subloop element for which Verizon asserted 
control. 

First Pair Requirement - Verizon shall not reserve the intra-premises 
wiring that is currently connected to line one in the unit wiring of the 
customer (the first pair) for its own use. The first pair shall be made 
available to AT&T for its use unless Verizon is concurrently providing 
voice on those pairs based upon a bona fide request by the customer. 
Under those conditions, Verizon will offer to AT&T spare cable pairs that 
are in working order and available to the end user’s premises. 

Single Point of Interconnection 

The SPOl is a cross-connect device that provides non-discriminatory 
access for cross connections to all Subloop elements and to all units in 
an MTE. The SPOl is capable of terminating multiple carriers’ outside 
plant that serve a particular premises. 

Verizon must, at AT&T’s request, cooperate in any reconfiguration of 
the network necessary to construct a SPOI. Verizon shall provide a 
SPOl at or as close as commercially practicable to the MPOE in the 
MTE. AT&T’s employees and agents shall have direct access to the 
SPOl without the necessity of coordinating such efforts with Verizon’s 
employees or agents. This obligation is in addition to Verizon’s 
obligation to provide nondiscriminatory access to Subloops at any 
technically feasible point. 

Verizon shall complete t he  construction of a SPOI, not more than sixty 
(60) days from receipt of a request by AT&T to construct a SPOI. Upon 
completion of the SPOI, Verizon agrees it shalt access all customers it 
serves at that location through pairs terminating at the SPOI. 

Verizon shall be compensated based on total element tong-run 
incremental cost for constructing any SPOt. The charges for the SPOl 
shall be recovered from all carriers (including the portion used by 
Verizon), based on the proportional number of pairs accessed through 
the SPOI. 

All disputes arising under this provision, including any dispute over the 
SPOl at a particular MTE location, shall be resolved according to the 
Alternative Dispute Resolution process of this Amended Agreement. 

When a SPOl is established after AT&T begins providing service to a 
particular location, it shall be at AT&T’s option that its pre-existing wiring 
be re-terminated to the SPOI. AT&T may perform all work or, upon 
request and subject to applicable time and material charges, Verizon 
will re-terminate the wiring. 

When the building owner requests that a SPOl be deployed, which also 
sewes as the demarcation point, and Verizon accommodates the 
request, Verizon is responsible for providing reasonable and appropriate 
advance notification to AT&T that such a change will be made 
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Demarcation Point 

Demarcation Point is the point where the control, but not necessarily the 
ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop changes from the carrier to the 
building owner or service subscriber. 

For those locations where AT&T is serving customers, if Verizon is 
negotiating with the building owner to move the demarcation point in the 
owner's MTE to the MPOE, Verizon must serve notice of such 
negotiations to AT&T within five (5) business days from the date the 
property owner requested that the change be undertaken by Verizon. 

Upon completion of such negotiations, Verizon shall provide AT&T 
notice that an agreement has been reached and provide the timeframe 
for when the demarcation point will be moved to the MPOE. 

AT&T shall have the option of moving its service to the newly 
established demarcation point or negotiating with the building owner to 
connect to the wiring as previously provided. If AT&T chooses not to 
use the new demarcation point and ownership of the Inside Wire 
Subloop changes, Verizon shall leave any pre-existing cross connect 
devices in place. Verizon shall make the appropriate billing adjustments 
as of the date a newly established demarcation point is active. 

When AT&T opts to move its service to the newly established 
demarcation point and ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop changes, 
Verizon shall reduce AT&T's rates accordingly as of the date the new 
demarcation point is active. 

AT&T shall have the option of performing any necessary work to 
accommodate moving its service or requesting Verizon perform such 
work on its behalf. 

In those cases where the demarcation point is at the MPOE, but Verizon 
continues to maintain the intra- premise wiring Verizon agrees to treat 
AT&T on a non-discriminatory basis with respect to all matters relating 
to Intra-Premises Wiring, including operations support and charges for 
such support. 

3.4 Unbundled Local Switching. 

3.4.1 General Requirements. Verizon shall provide unbundled Local Switching to 
AT8T under the Amended Agreement in accordance with, but only to the 
extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 5 251(c)(3), 47 C F.R. Part 51 or other 
Applicable Law. 

3.4.2 [INTENTIONALLY OMITTED] 

3.4.3 Siqnaling and Call-Related Databases. Verizon shall provide access to 
Signaling and Call-related Databases under the Amended Agreement in 
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. 
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. Specifically, notwithstanding any 
other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the 
Amendment Effective Date , Verizon shall provide Signaling and Call-Related 
Databases only in conjunction with the provision of Local Switching or 

251 (c)(3), 47 
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Tandem Switching that Verizon is otherwise obligated to make available to 
AT&T under the Amended Agreement; provided, however, that Verizon shall 
continue to provide nondiscriminatory access to the 91 1 and E91 1 Call- 
Related Databases in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 
U.S.C. 5 251(c)(3), 47 C F R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. Where Local 
Switching or Tandem Switching associated with a particular Signaling facility 
or Call-Related Database is or becomes a Declassified Network Element, the 
associated Signaling facility or Call-Related Database associated with that 
Local Switching or Tandem Switching facility shall also be subject to the same 
transitional provisions in Section 3.8 (except for the 91 1 and E91 1 Call- 
Related Databases, as noted above). 

3.5 Unbundled Interoffice Facilities. 

3.5.1 [INTENTIONALLY OMITTED] 

3.5.2 Dedicated Transport. On or after the Amendment Effective Date, 
notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or 
SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, and in accordance 
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 
51 or other Applicable Law. 

3.5.2.1 Upon AT8T’s written request, Verizon shall provide AT&T with 
nondiscriminatory access to DSI Dedicated Transport and DS3 
Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis pursuant to the 
Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of doubt. (a) a 
transmission facility or service between a Verizon switch or wire 
center and a switch or wire center of AT&T or a third party is not 
Dedicated Transport; (b) a transmission facility or service that 
uses an OCn interface or a SONET interface is not Dedicated 
Transport; and (c) Dedicated Transport does include transport 
between a Verizon wire center or switch and Verizon’s facilities 
collocated at a CLEC’s premises. Notwithstanding the provisions 
herein, Dedicated Transport for purposes of interconnection and 
Dedicated Transport for reciprocal compensation purposes, and 
the Parties’ obligations to provide such, are as set fortb in the 
applicable provisions of the Agreement. Subject to the provisions 
of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no obligation to provide or 
continue providing the Declassified Network Elements described 
in clauses (a) and (b) above under the Agreement or the 
Amended Agreement. 

3.5.2.2 Cap on Dedicated Transport. AT&T may obtain on an unbundled 
basis a maximum of twelve (1 2) DS3 Dedicated Transport circuits 
on any single Route on which unbundled transport is otherwise 
available. Transmission paths between identical end points are 
considered on a single Route regardless of whether any 
intermediate interconnection points are included. Any circuit 
capacity on that Route above such twelve { 12) circuit cap shall be 
considered a Declassified Network Element. 

3.5.3 Dark Fiber Transport. On or after the Amendment Effective Date, 
notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or 
SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, and in accordance 
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with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 
Stor other Applicable Law: 

3.5.3.1 Upon AT&T’s written request, Verizon shall provide AT&T with 
nondiscriminatory access to Dark Fiber Transport on an 
unbundled basis pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the 
avoidance of doubt, Dark Fiber Transport does not include a dark 
fiber facility between (a) a Venzon switch or wire center and (b) a 
switch or wire center of AT&T or any third party, and subject to 
the provisions of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no 
obligation to provide or continue providing such Declassified 
Network Element under the Amended Agreement. 

3.6 Commindina Conversions, and Combinations. 

3.6.1 Comminnlinn and Conversions. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, and subject to the conditions set 
forth in the following Section 3.6.2, Verizon shall permit AT&T to commingle a 
UNE or Combination or Declassified Network Elements with wholesale 
services obtained from Verizon, and to also convert wholesale services to a 
UNE or Combination as of October 2, 2003. Commingling is defined as set 
forth in FCC Rule 51.5. Verizon shall, upon request of AI&T, perform the 
functions necessary to commingle a UNE or Combination with one or more 
facilities or services or inputs that AT&T has obtained at wholesale from 
Verizon. Vertzon shall not impose any policy or practice related to 
commingling that imposes an unreasonable or undue prejudice or 
disadvantage upon AT&T, and in no event shall Verizon impose any policy or 
practice relating to commingling that is inconsistent with Section 3.6.2 below. 
Subject to Section 3.6.2.2, the rates, terms and conditions of the applicable 
access tariff will apply to wholesale services, and the rates, terms and 
conditions of this Amended Agreement or the Verizon UNE tariff, as 
applicable, will apply to UNEs or Combinations or to the Declassified Network 
Elements as set forth in Exhibit A to this Amended Agreement. “Ratcheting,” 
as that term is defined by the FCC, shall not be required. 

3 6 2  Service Eliaibility Criteria for Certain Combinations, Conversions and 
Comminaled Facilities and Services. Unless modified by FCC action, 
including but not limited to a waiver issued by the FCC, or unless the 
Commission establishes different rules or requirements, AT&T and Verizon 
agree to comply with the requirements for use of UNEs as set forth in the 
TRO, including the service eligibility criteria established by the TRO and set 
forth in Rule 51.31 8, for high capacity loop and transport combinations known 
as EELs. For the avoidance of any doubt, to the extent that commingling 
restrictions applied prior to the TRO, such restrictions applied to EELs only. 

3.6.2.1 To the extent the service eligibility criteria for high capacity EELs apply, AT&T 
shall be permitted to self certify its compliance with these criteria. AT&T may 
elect to self certify using a written or electronic request sent to Verizon. 
AT&T must remain in compliance with said service eligibility criteria for so 
long as AT&T continues to receive the aforementioned combined, converted, 
or commingled facilities and/or services from Verizon. The service eligibility 
criteria shall be applied to each DS1 circuit or DSI equivalent circuit. The 
foregoing shall apply whether the circuits in question are being provisioned to 
establish a new circuit or to convert an existing wholesale service, or any part 
thereof, to unbundled network elements. For circuits existing as of the 
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Amendment Effective Date, AT&T must re-certify in writing for each DS1 
circuit or DS1 equivalent within 30 days of Verizon’s written request for such 
re-certification . 

3.6.2.3. There will be no charges for conversion from wholesale to UNEs or UNE 
combinations. 

3.6.2.3A Any substitution of UNEs for wholesale services shall be subject to all of the 
requirements of the Agreement applicable to the purchase of UNEs and 
Combinations, and shall include without limitation the following: 

3.6.2.3A.l When a wholesale service employed by AT&T is replaced with UNEs, 
Verizon shall not physically disconnect, separate, alter or change in any other 
fashion equipment and facilities employed to provide the wholesale service, 
except at the request of AT&T. 

3.6.2.3A.2 Verizon shall process expeditiously ail conversions requested by AT&T 
without adversely affecting the service quality perceived by AT&T’s end user 
customer. 

3.6.2.4 Until such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven conversion process in the 
East, conversion of access circuits to unbundled Network Elements will be 
performed manually. AT&T may request conversions of any existing service or 
group of services to UNEs by submitting a written or electronic request. Except 
where AT8T specifically requests that Verizon physically disconnect, separate, 
alter or change the equipment and facilities employed to provide the wholesale 
service being replaced, the conversion order shall be deemed to have been 
completed effective upon receipt by Verizon of the written or electronic request 
from AT&T and recurring charges for UNEs set forth in Verizon’s applicable 
tariffs shall apply as of such date, but in any event no earlier than October 2, 
2003 as specified in TRO paragraph 589. Where ATBT specifically requests 
that Verizon physically disconnect, separate, alter or change the equipment and 
facilities employed to provide the wholesale service, recurring charges set forth 
in Verizon’s applicable tariffs and applicable to UNEs shall apply effective upon 
the earlier of (a) the date on which Verizon completes the requested work or (b) 
the standard interval for completing such work (in no event to exceed 30 days), 
regardless of whether Verizon has in fact completed such work. Verizon shall 
bill AT&T pro rata for the wholesale service through the date prior to the date on 
which billing at UNE rates commences pursuant to this Section. 

3.6.2.5 All ASR-driven conversion requests will result in a change in circuit identification 
(circuit ID) from access to UNE or UNE to access. 

3.6.2.6 [INTENTIONALLY DELETED] 

3.6.2.7 Once per calendar year, Venron may, pursuant to the terms and conditions of 
this section, obtain and pay for an independent auditor to audit AT&T’s 
compliance in all material respects with the service eligibility criteria applicable 
to EELS. Such annual audit will b e  initiated only to the extent reasonably 
necessary to determine AT8T’s compliance with Applicable Law. AT&T and the 
FCC shall each be given thirty (30) days’ written notice of a scheduled audit. 
Any such audit shall be performed in accordance with the standards established 
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by the American Institute for Certified Public Accountants and may include, at 
Verizon’s discretion, the examination of a sample selected in accordance with 
the independent auditor’s judgment. To the extent the independent auditor‘s 
report concludes that AT&T failed to comply in all material respects with the 
service eligibility criteria for any DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT&T will 
take action to correct the noncompliance and true up any difference in payments 
and reimburse Verizon for the cost of the independent auditor within thirty (30) 
days after receiving a statement of such costs from Verizon. Should the 
independent auditor confirm AT&T’s compliance in all material respects with the 
service eligibility criteria for each DS l  or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT&T shall 
provide to the independent auditor a statement of AT&T’s costs of complying 
with any requests of the independent auditor, and Verizon shall then reimburse 
AT&T for its costs within thirty (30) days after receiving AT&T’s statement. 
AT&T shall maintain records adequate to support its compliance with the service 
eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DSI equivalent circuit. 

3.7 Routine Network Modifications. 

3.7.1 General Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the extent required by47 
U.S.C. 3 251 (c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law, Verizon shall 
make such routine network modifications in a nondiscriminatory fashion as 
are necessary to permit access by AJ&T to the Loop (including Dark Fiber 
Loops), Dedicated Transport, and Dark Fiber Transport facilities available 
under the Amended Agreement, including DS1 Loops and DS1 Dedicated 
Transport, and DS3 Loops and DS3 Dedicated Transport. Where facilities 
are unavailable, Verizon need not perform trenching, pull cable, construct 
new Loops or Transport or install new aerial, buried, or underground cable to 
provision an order of AT&T. Routine network modifications applicable to 
Loops or Transport may include, but are not limited to: rearranging or splicing 
of in-place cable; adding an equipment case; adding a doubler or repeater; 
line conditioning; adding a smart jack; installing a repeater shetf; adding a line 
card; deploying a new multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer; 
accessing manholes; attaching electronic and other equipment that Verizon 
ordinarily attaches to a DSI Loop to activate such Loop for its own customer; 
and deploying bucket trucks to reach aerial cable. Routine network 
modifications applicable to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not 
limited to, splicing of in-place dark fiber; accessing manholes; deploying 
bucket trucks to reach aerial cable; installing equipment casings; and routine 
activities, if any, needed to enable AT&T to light a Dark Fiber Transport 
facility that it has obtained from Verizon under the Amended Agreement. 
Routine network modifications do not include the installation of new aerial or 
buried cable for a requesting telecommunications carrier or the construction 
of a new Loop. 

3.8 Transitional Provisions for Declassified Network Elements. 

In accordance with, but only to the extent required by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 251(c)(3), 47 
C.F.R. Part 51, or other Applicable Law, Verizon and AT&T will abide by the following 
transitional procedures with respect to Declassified Network Elements. 

3.8.1 
AT&T in writing as to any particular unbundled facility previously made available 

With respect to any Declassified Network Elements, Verizon will notify 
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to AT&T that is or becomes a Declassified Network Element, as defined herein 
(“Identified Facility”). For purposes of the Agreement and this Amendment, 
such Identified Facilities shall be considered Declassified Network Elements. 
The notice shall include sufficient information to enable AT&T to identify the 
Identified Facility or Facilities. If the notice does not contain sufficient 
information to enable AT&T to identify the Identified Facility, AT&T may, in 
writing, reject the notice and request additional information. For avoidance of 
any doubt, Identified Facilities can only include the following: OCn Loops; OCn 
transport; Dedicated Transport not provided for in Section 3.5 of this 
Amendment; DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location; DS3 transport 
facilities above twelve on a single Route; Packet Switching; Local Switching that 
serves capacities of DSl and above; Feeder Subloop; and signaling, Call 
Related Databases (except for 91 1 and E91 1 databases) and shared transport, 
when not purchased with unbundled Local Switching. 

3.8.2 For any Packet Switching or Feeder Subloop that Verizon notices as an 
Identified Facility, Verizon shall continue to provide any such Identified Facility 
without change to AT&T on a transitional basis. At any time after AT&T 
receives notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1 above, but no later than 
the end of 120 days from the date AT&T received notice, AT&T shall either 
request disconnection; submit a request for analogous access service; identify 
and request another alternative service arrangement, or object to the proposed 
declassification if the Identified Facility should not be declassified based on 
Applicable Law. If AT&T identifies an alternative service arrangement, or 
analogous access service, or if AT&T objects to the declassification of the 
Identified facility, and the Parties cannot agree to the applicable rates, terms 
and conditions of the Identified Facility within 60 days after AT&T’s request or 
objection, either Party may submit a request to the Commission to resolve the 
issue. Until the issue is resolved by the Parties, or during the pendency of any 
Commission proceeding initiated by a Party to resolve the issue, Verizon shall 
continue to provide the Identified Facility without change. 

3.8.3 For OCn Loops, OCn transport, Dedicated Transport not provided for in Section 
3.5 of this Amendment; DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location, 
DS3 transport facilities above twelve on a single Route, Local Switching that 
serves capacities of DS1 and above, and Call-Related Databases and 
associated Signaling, and shared transport, when not purchased with unbundled 
Local Switching, that Verizon notices as an Identified Facility, Verizon shall 
continue to provide any such Identified Facility without change to AT&T 
consistent with the provisions set forth herein. At any time after AT&T receives 
written notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1 above, but no later than 
the end of the 120 days from the date AT&T received such notice, AT&T shall 
either request disconnection; submit a request for analogous access service; 
submit a request for an analogous Declassified Network Element pursuant to 
Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof, identify another alternative 
service arrangement, or object to the proposed declassification if the Identified 
Facility should not be declassified based on Applicable Law. If AT&T identifies 
an alternative service arrangement, or analogous access service, or if AT&T 
objects to the declassification of the Identified facility, and the Parties cannot 
agree to the applicable rates, terms and conditions of the Identified Facility 
within 60 days after AT&T’s request or objection, either Party may submit a 
request to the Commission to resolve the issue. Until the issue is resolved by 
the Parties or during the pendency of any Commission proceeding initiated by a 
Party to resolve the issue, Verizon shall continue to provide the Identified 
Facility without change. 
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3.8.4 Verizon shall not impose any termination charges associated with the 
conversion or any discontinuance of any Identified Facility and the conversion 
shall take place in a seamless manner without any customer disruption or 
adverse effects to service quality. When conversion is to an analogous access 
service or analogous Declassified Network Element, Verizon shall perform such 
conversion on a single order. Verizon shall not assess AT&T any non-recurring 
charges for such conversion. 

3.9 Further Chanqes to Unbundlinq Obligations 

Without limiting any other rights and obligations either Party may have under 
the Amended Agreement or under Applicable Law, subject to the provisions 
of Section 3.8 above, nothing contained in this Amendment is intended to 
waive either Party’s right to incorporate any Commission decisions involving 
Mass Market Switching or Enterprise Switching and resulting from the 
Massachusetts TRO impairment proceedings. Any such decisions shall be 
considered a change in law and subject to the change in law provisions of the 
Agreement + 

3.1 0 Hot Cut Performance Metrics and Remedies 

The Parties shall amend the applicable performance 
metricslstandardslmeasurements and remedies provisions of the Agreement in 
accordance with Exhibit B annexed hereto. They shall have thirty (30) days 
from the Amendment Effective Date to negotiate mutually agreeable terms that 
effectuate the concepts addressed in Exhibit B. The agreed upon measures 
and remedies shall be implemented within thirty days thereafter. Should the 
Parties not reach agreement within thirty (30) days, either Party may pursue 
resolution of these issues pursuant to the dispute resolution provisions of the 
Amended Agreement. 

In the case of any finding of non-impairment by the Commission, the FCC or 
any court of competent jurisdiction with respect to unbundled Mass Market 
Switching, Verizon will continue to provide AT&T access to unbundled Mass 
Market Switching under the same rates, terms and conditions as before any 
finding of non-impairment, until the later of (a) such time as Batch Hot Cut, 
Large Job Hot Cut and Individual Hot Cut Performance Metrics and Remedies 
have been adopted and implemented with stable performance as part of this 
Amended Agreement and in accordance with Exhibit B annexed hereto or (b) 
the transition period set forth by the Commission, the FCC or a court of 
competent jurisdiction for discontinuing the unbundling of Mass Market 
Switching. 
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Pricing Attachment to the TRO Amendment 

1. General 

1.1 As used in this Attachment. 

1.1.1 "Services" means and includes any Network Element or other sewce, facility, 
equipment or arrangement, provided pursuant to this Amendment. and, 

1 . I  .2 "Charges" means the rates, fees, charges and prices for a Service. 

1.2 Charges, if any, for Services provided under this Amendment shall be those set forth 
herein. 

1.3 Any additional charges for a Service under this Agreement shall be mutually agreed to 
by the Parties in writing. 
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EXHIBIT A 

1.0 Introduction 

1.1 The following terms are applicable to those Network Elements that Verizon is no 
longer required to proiide on an unbundled basis pursuant to the terms of the 
Agreement after Amendment Effective Date! but before the conclusion of any 
state impairment proceedings associated with the TRO. For any such network 
elements that also qualify as an Identified Facility pursuant to Section 3.8 of 
Amendment No. ~ to the Agreement, and for which AT&T has submitted a 
request for a Declassified Network Element, Venzon shall also comply with the 
transition requirements set forth in that section. 

1.2 Upon request, Verizon shall make available to AT&T the following Declassified 
Network Elements under the rates, terms and conditions set forth in this Exhibit: 

OCnIoops, 
OCn transport, 
dedicated transport not provided for in Section 3.5, 
DS3 loops above two at a single customer’s location, 
DS3 transport facilities above twelve on a single route, 
local switching that serves capacities of DS 1 and above, 
signaling, call related databases and shared transport, when not 
purchased with unbundled local switching. 

2.0 OCn Access 

Verizon shall provide OCn access as set forth in this Section. OCn is an optical interface 
designed to work with a Synchronous Optical Nehvork (SONET). SONET is an optical 
interface standard for translating electronic communications signals into photonic signals 
for transmission across fiber optic facilities. Ideally, SONET transmission systems are 
laid out in a ring formation to provide redundancy. OCn transmission facilities are 
deployed as SONET channels having a bandwidth of typically 155.52 Mbps (OC3 or the 
equivalent capacity of 3 DS3sj and higher, e.g., OC12 (622.08 Mbps); OC48 (2.488 
Gbps). 

2.1 Declassified OCn Loops 

2. I .  1 Verizon shall provide access to a Declassified OCn Loop. The Declassified OCn 
Loop, is a transmission facility between a distribution frame, or its equivalent, in 
an incumbent LEC central office, and the loop demarcation point at the end user 
premises. The Declassified OCn Loop shall be terminated at an appropriate 
network interconnect device. Specifically, AT&T shall have access to the NID 
and any associated lnside Wire Subloop pursuant to the rates, terms and 
conditions of the Agreement. The Declassified OCn Loop also includes all 
features, functions, and capabilities of such transmission facility. Those features, 
functions, and capabilities include, but are not limited to, attached electronics 



(except those electronics used for the provision of advanced services). Access to 
the Declassified OCn Loop shall also include the use of all test access 
functionality, including without limitation. smart jacks, for both voice and data. 
The OCn loop includes the secondary or redundant transmission path between the 
Imps end points (or diverse virtual path if a physical diverse path is not 
tschnically feasible). Notwithstanding the foregoing, when Verizon deploys such 
tschnology as Next Generation Digital Loop Carrier (NGDLC), the OCn loop 
may include one or more transmission facilities between one or more distribution 
frames, digital loop carriers (DLC) and remotely deployed DSLAM, owned or 
controlled by Verizon. 

2.1.2. Declassified OCn Loops are subject to the transmission, transmission-related 
hnctionalities and other OCn requirements as set forth in the Agreement. 

2.1.3 Declassified OCn Loops also shall be subject to the loop requirements set forth in 
the Agreement, and shall be provided at just and reasonable rates. 

? '  -.- 

2.2.1 

2.2.2 

Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport 

In addition to providing access to Declassified Dedicated Transport as set 
forth in the Agreement, Verizon will also provide access to the Declassified 
OCn Dedicated Transport, between any Verizon switch. serving wire center or 
other Verizon location, or behveen any Verizon switch, serving wire center or 
other Verizon location and an ATgLT switch, serving wire center or other 
AT&T location at OC3 (155.520 Mbps) and OC12 (622.080 Mbps) interfaces. 
In addition, Verizon offers OC48 (2488.320 Mbps) bandwidth as an option for 
interoffice capacity. AT&T may request other interface options pursuant to 
the BFR process. 

When Verizon provides Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport as a circuit or 
a system, the entire designated transmission circuit or system shall be 
dedicated to AT&T's use. 

2.2.3 OCn Declassified Dedicated Transport shall meet the t e c h c a l  requirements set 
forth in the Agreement. Verizon also shall provide cross-office wiring up to a 
suitable Point of Termination (POT) behveen Declassified Dedicated Transport 
and AT&T designated equipment, and shall provide a fiber cross connect for 
optical signals for the physical POT. 

2.2.4 OCn dedicated access shall be provided in accordance with the requirements set 
forth in the Agreement; and shall be proi-ided at just and reasonable rates. 

3.0 Declassified DS3 Loops 

3 1 i-erizon shall provide access to the Declassified DS3 Loop. The Declassified 
DS3 loop is a 44.736 Mbps transmission facility between a distribution frame, or 
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its equivalent, in an incumbent LEC central office, and the loop demarcation point 
at the end user premises. The Declassified DS3 Loop shall be terminated at an 
appropriate network in:?rconnect device. Specifically, AT&T shall have access to 
the NID and any assomted Inside Wire Subloop pursuant to the rates, terms and 
condition of the .Qreemmt. A Declassified DS3 Loop includes three or more 
DS3 loops at a smgle customer location. 

3.2 Verizon shall provide access to Declassified DS 3 loops in accordance with the 
requirements set forth m the Agreement, and shall be provided at just and 
reasonable rates. 

4.0 Declassified Dedicated Transport (non OCn) 

4.1 In addition to providmg access to Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport as set 
forth in the Agreement. Verizon shall also provide access to Declassified 
Dedicated Transport. Declassified Dedicated Transport includes dedicated 
transport of more than 12 DS3 circuits along a given route, and dedicated 
transport not used for :nterconnection that is between a Verizon switch serving 
wire center or other Ysnzon location and an AT&T switch serving wire center or 
other AT&T location. Transmission paths between identical end points are 
considered the same route. 

4.2 Verizon shall prot.ide xcess  to Declassified Dedicated Transport in accordance 
with the requirements sst forth in the Agreement, and at just and reasonable rates. 

4.3 Verizon shall offer access to Unused Transmission Media associated with any 
Declassified Dedicated Transport not used for interconnection that is between a 
Verizon serving wire csnter or other Verizon location and an AT&T serving wire 
center or other AT&T location. Unused Transmission Media is physical 
transmission media (e.g., optical fiber, copper conductors, unused wireless 
frequencies, and coaxial cable) which is “in place” in Verizon’s network between 
the locations described above in this section, but which is not being used to 
provide service. This 15 commonly referred to as spare coax, or Dark Fiber pairs. 
Dark Fiber, one type of unused transmission media, is unused strands of optical 
fiber. Dark Fiber also mcludes strands of optical fiber existing in aerial or 
underground cables N hich may have lightwave repeater (regenerator or optical 
amplifier) equipment Interspliced to it at appropriate distances, but which has no 
line terminating elemmts terminated to such strands to operationalize its 
transmission capabilirics. 

4.3.1 Unused Transmission Media access shall be provided consistent with the 
terms and conditions in the Agreement, and at just and reasonable rates. 

5.0 Declassified Enterprise Local Switching 
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5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

6.0 

6. I 

6.2 

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Enterprise Local Switching, 
including Tandem Switching. Declassified Enterprise Local Switching is local 
switching, as that term is defined in the Agreement. that serves capacities of DS1 
and above. Tandem Switching establishes a commumcations path between two 
switching offices through a third switching office. 

Verizon agrees to provide Declassified Enterprise Local Switching under the 
same terms and conditions as set forth in the Agreement, and at just and 
reasonable rates. 

Verizon shall provide the following interfaces with Declassified Enterprise Local 
Switching: 

DS 1 (DID) 
DS 1 (IOF) 

trunk side associated with a PBX 
trunk side, associated with Dedicated Transport 

Declassified Signaling Call Related Databases and Shared Transport 

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases 
and Shared Transport. Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases and Shared 
Transport are purchased without the concurrent purchase of Unbundled Local 
Switching. 

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases 
and Shared Transport under the terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement 
for: Dedicated Shared Transport; Dedicated Call Related Databases; and 
Dedicated Signaling. And. at the additional terms set forth below, as applicable. 
Verizon also shall provide Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases and 
Shared Transport, at just and reasonable rates. 

4 .3 .  Additional Technical Requirements for Call Related Databases 

In addition to the terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement, Verizon shall provide 
access to Declassified Call Related Databases in accordance with the following additional 
requirements 1 

6.3.1 Verizon shall provide physical interconnection to SCPs through the SS7 network 
and protocols as specified in Section 3.4 (Signaling and Signaling System 7) of 
this Agreement, with TCAP as the application layer protocol. 

6.3 2 Verizon shalt provide physical interconnection to databases via existing interfaces 
and industry standards and protocols. 

6.3.3 The reliability of interconnection options shall be consistent with requirements for 
diversity and survivability as specified in the industry standard technical reference 
(which applies to both SS7 and non-SS7 interfaces). 
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6.3.4 

7.0 

For Declassified CNAM Databases access, the signaling interface between the 
AT&T or other local switch and the toll free number database shall use the TCAP 
protocol as specified in Section 3.4 (Signaling and Signaling System 7) of this 
Agreement). 

Additional Requirements 

Verizon agrees to offer the Declassified Network Elements set forth in this Exhibit A 
consistent with the applicable cooperative testing requirements as may be set forth in the 
Agreement. and shall also comply with the commingling requirements in Section 3.6 of 
the TRO Attachment, and the routine network modification requirements in Section 3.7. 
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Exhibit B 

Percentage of hot cuts completed on-time, currently 3.2.3 in Schedule 26.0 of he 

Agreement, should be expanded and disaggregated to include performance for 

large submissions of Basic (or Individual) Hot Cuts, Bulk or Project Hot Cuts, 

and Batch Hot cuts. The performance standard should be comparable to that 

experienced by consumers under UNE-P, 99% on tune. The intervals should be 

commensurate with UNE-P and Verizon’s winback efforts; while the interval may 

reasonably be “stratified” or disaggregated to account for differences between 

large fully-staffed central office and remote, unstaffed manual offices. the batch 

interval should not exceed the current interval for Basic Hot Cuts. 

Non-discriminatory average interval offered. Average interval offered and 

completed for all disaggregation of hot cuts should be at panty with 1‘2 Retail 

offered and completed interval for addition of new lines with no dispatch. 

Percentage of hot cuts completed without a service disruption. Hot cut processes 

should be structured so that all customer outages dunng a hot cut are captured in 

the I code metric. 1 code reporting should be disaggregated for hot cuts. A very 

high Percentage of hot cuts must be completed without a service disruption, given 

the direct customer impact of a service disruption, consumer expectations from 

L’NE-P, and Verizon’s description of the ease of training craft. The performance 

standard for disaggregated hot cuts (including Individual, Bulk and Batch Hot 

Cut) should be <I%.  This should span Basic, Bulk Projects, and Batch cuts. 

Average duration of service interruption. The duration of a customer‘s outage 

should be verv short given the controlled central office environment. The 
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performance standard should be 95% I codes TTR< 15 minutes to provide a high 

availability rate. 

Percentage completed without timely notification. Under the Basic and Large Job 

hot cut processes, AT&T is responsible for activation of the ported number at 

NPAC following cutover of the loop. AT&T will not use the Batch process if it 

includes Verizon responsibility for this step. As a result, any process that AT&T 

uses will require Verizon to promptly notify AT&T following the loop cutover 

that the cutover is complete so that AT&T can activate the number at NPAC. 

Given the customer impact of AT&T not being able to complete the number 

portability transaction until it is notified by Verizon that the hot cut is complete, 

the performance standard for the notification should be commensurately high: 

99.5% of the notifications issued timely (within 15 minutes) after the completion 

(regardless of whether the hot cut was completed timely or notj. 

Separating linked Hot Cut Metrics. Remedies associated with Hot Cut metrics 

(Basic, BulWrojects, and Batch Cuts) should be calculated separately from the 

automatic bill credit remedies associated with other metncs. 

Minimum $50 Million Remedv. Verizon should potentially be subject to at least 

$50 million in remedies under the Amended Agreement solely as the result of 

poor hot cut (Basic, BulWProjects, and Batch cuts) performance. These funds 

should not be capped on a per month basis, meaning that Verizon could be liable 

for the full dollar amount in any given month of the year if its performance 

warranted it, but, in any event, would not be liable to AT&T for more than the full 
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dollar amount in any one year period. Verizon should be subject to additional 

penal ties for missing performance standards in consecutive months. 
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